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IDENTIFIERS 
AtSTRACT 

Fiscal year 1982 was transitional for thft Appalachian! 
Regional Commission (ARC), as. it was the last year of the broad 
economic development progr^ and a year of reduced funding and new 
limits on programs. In 1981, .Cotigress had .requested that ARC prepare 
a pla: for corpletion of the Appalachiaii highway system and Jti^. h 3 
to 5 year/ARC finish**up develc^ent program. Activities under the 
last year of the traditional program included highway construction; a 
survey of local development districts (LD09§} , the Alabama basic 
skills improvement program for elementary schools, and a Mississippi 
pilot project to upgrade training and development of vocational 
education teachei^s through inservice training* The finish**up program, 
begun at the end of fiscal 1982, included' completion of 666 miles^ of 
highway, a regionwide jobs and private' investment program, a health ^ 
program for areas lacking basic health qare or having hiqh ifllEant. 
mortality 'rates, and a special program to aid the 67 most distressed 
and underdeveloped Appalachiaitt counties^ ARC" received funding of^ $155 
miUion for fiscal 1983. '^Report sections discuss .objectives and 
activities,* finances, and projects (by category); .provide maps,, 
counfy populat i on ' change data, and program categories and funding for 
the 13 Appalachian states; and include an address 'list and map of 
Appalachian LDDs. (MH) , k * ^ » 
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A Year of 
Transition 



In the last days of fiscal year 1982, President 
Reagan appointed and Congress confirmed Winj- 
frec A. Pizianp as federal cochairman and Jac- 
queline Phillips as alternate federal cochair- 
man of the ARjalachian Regional Commission. 
The year had been one of transition for the 
^ Commission, a fact recognized by Ms. Pizzano 

\ at her Senate confirmation hearing. It was the 
last year of the broad economicdevelopmenl 

<^rogram the Commission had been executing 
since 1965- It was a year when ARC funds were 
again reduced, and the Commission adopted 

^ new limits on its programs. After, describing 
the Region's progress and present fionditions 
at her conff^matton hearing, M^. Pizzano said, 
'■'The challenge befc^re the Comirtjssion is to 
deal . . . efficiently with these and'^Sther prob- 
lems while the federal role changes and funds 

. available to>ARC are limited/' 

Rscal year 1982 was also a year when th^ 
economy of the Region, which had for years been 
on a steady uphjl! climbrshuddered before signs 
of national recovery began to appear. 

A Difficult Period for 
tlie Region 

Recession was n.ore intensified in parts of the 
Region than in the nation as a whole. Af^ala^ 
chian unemployment in September 19B2 was 
12.4 percent, ^well above the national average of 
9.7 percent but paraUeUo that in cities and tbwns 
with similar industrial bases. Moreoven in 27 
Appalachian cdtsoties the unemployment rate, 
was 20 percent or worse/and In one— ^McDowelJ 
County, West Virginia— it had risen to 32 
percent.- / 

^"^e Appalachianyeconomy was suffering more 
the rece$sioj^han othe^partS of the nation 



, for several reason^: 

* The Region has a relatively large percentage 
* of V^ork^r^ in manufacturing* one of the hardest^ 

hit sectors oUhe economy* with heavy concen^ 
trations df workers in textiles and apparel, indus- 
tries related to automobile and steel production 
and industries dependent on the construct(on in- 
dustry» such as furniture, lumber and wood pro^^ 

' ucts and primary metals^ 

Coal^plays an important role an the Appala- 
i^n economy, and the coal export market has 

, recently been seriously affected by tfje worid oil 
glut, the world recession and other factors, 

* Many of Appalachians industries* such as iron 
and steel* lumber and wood, and apparel, are 
especially sensitive to competition from foreign 
imports. 

The Finisii-^Op I^ogram 

-The Administration proposed jn 1981 that 
the ARC highway program be transferred to 
the Department of Transportation and that the 
nonhighway programs be eroded. 
^Congress, however; respoilded to a request 
frorri ithe'AppaLachian governors for mpre time 
to finish up the ARC economic development 
mission. Continuing resolutioi^s (P.L 97-^1 
and P.L. 97-85) and regular appropriations 
legislation (P.L 97-88) provided $100 million 
for the ARC highway programs in fiscal year 
1982 and $50 million for the nonhighway pro- ' 
grams of the Commisafion. 

This funding was significantly beidw that of 
. previous years* but it kept ARC intact^while 
Congress and the Administration considered 
the future of the Commissic^n beyond the^expi^ 
ration of its authorizjha legislation September 
30* 1982 (P.L. 96-506). . - 

In appropriating ARC funds for fiscal 1981, 
Congress bad requested that the Cornmission 
prepare a report suggesting "a plan ^orttie com- 
pletion of the Appalachian highway system" and 
for *'a three^o-five^year ARC area development 
finish-up program/* Over a period' of months* 
details of a finish-up program that would satisfy 
this request and provide the best use of the lim- 
ited federal resources available were worked out 

\ 



among all the interested parties: the Commis-- 
slon, the Appalachian statesi the Congressional 
committees concerned with ARC legislatio^i 
Jocal development districts and other local 
bodie^ and officials, and round-table groups of 
i>usinessmen. ^ 

At hearings held'irvthe Region and on the Hill* 
the Appalachian governors reaffirmed their sup- 
port for an Independent ARC, of which they were 
members* and its partnership approach to eco- 
nomic development. 

In Decemben 1981, t^e response to thevCon' 
gressional request wjas ready. Report to X^pn- 
gress from the Appalachian Governors Concern- 
ing the Appalachian ' Regional Coijimlssion*" 
transmitted to Congress or^ December 31 and 
described in 'detail below* proposed major 
changes in the Commission!s high^j^ay and non- 
nighway programs: that only thehtghest -priority 
uncompleted segments of the: planned Appala- 
chian Development Highway System be con-' 
structed wftH ARC funds and that the^area deyeU 
opment fctivities be limited to tKtee areas— ^ 
regionwide jobs and private investment pro- 
gram> a health 'finish-up progr^ in sections of 
the Region still lacking basle health card^or hav- . 
ing high infant mortality rate^, anUa special pro-^ 
gram tQ aid the long neglected, most distressed' 
Ap^achi an 'counties, * 

Tne 'report also propjosed several policy 
changes. It set goals* dollar ceilings and time 
limits fbr all ARC programs- It Ifmited ARC fund* 
ing to a makimum of 50^p^ercent for nonhig[iWay 
projects. (In March 1983 the limitation of 50 per* 
cent was; waived .in^the case of the distressed 
county prpgram.due to Congre^ional recogni- 
tion that the requirement in thesa counties, 
where local matching funds were scarce,, 'Would 
eiiminate'rria'ny (leeded projects.) For the jobs 
and private investment program, the major part 
of the are?i development program, involvement 
of the private sector would have to be demon- 
strated for each project funded. - . 

The report also prot>osed that an Appalachian 
foundation be established to "^strengthen the 
.public-private partnership needed to attain our^ 
ultimate objective:'an Appalachia fullyjp^hfe 
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mainstream of the Anierjcan economy/ 

The House and Sertfite subcommittees respon* 
sibie for ARC legislation held ^hearings in the 
spring on the propqsed program. When the 
House Subcommittee on £corK>mic Develop* 
ment of, the Public Works and Transportation ^ 
Committee visited Huntington, West Virginia, in , 
January ^982, QovernbY John Y: Brown, On, of 
Kentucky, then ARC states' codiairman, testified 
on behalf of the Appalachian program, remind* 
ing the suixorrimittee that the year before "every 
Qov^rnon all l'3 of the Appalachian group, said 
it was the finest Federal progratn that they had 
ever had a chance to participate In at the State 
level/' * ' ^ 
, L^ter in the spring. Governor L^mar Alexander 
of Ter^nessee testif|€d before the Senate Sub* 
committee on Regiona! and Community Devel* 
opment of the Committee on Environment and 
Public WoTj*5jih^t;*;there is not a program that 1 
know of in the Appalachian Fibgion that ismbre 
popdiar with the Governors/ 

In all, 5 of the 13 Appalachian govemors testl* 
fied in support oT the> proigram, while local 
elected officials and private*sector leaders from 
Appalachia also gave their recommendations on 
' various aspect^ of the proposed program. . 

Meanwhile, the Commission utidertook se^ 
eral initiatives to begin ti^e transitionjo4he mod\ 
ified program so that it could get undeTSay-at 
the t>eginning of fiscal. 1963^^At a governors' 
quoftjm meeting in July, the Commission passed 
a resolution setting policies to implement the 
three*part nonhighway portion of the program. 
This resolution specified the funding criteria for 
investments under the jobs and private invest* 
ment, health flnish*up and distressed county pro* 
grams and descrit>ed the types of projects that 
each could fund. In a'dditlon. It approved the list 
of counties eligible for the health finish-up and 
distressed county programs. *| 

By the end of the^year, a bill extending ARC s 
area development program for five years and Its 
highway program for eight had passed the House 
by a 3;1 margin* .A bill extending ARC for one 
year was unanimously passed by the Senate. The 
Senate, t^owever, declined to take up full authorl* 



zation of this f(nish*up program. The two bills ^ 
not go tcf conference. ARC was continued in 
operation into ^scal 1963, however, through the 
continuing resolutions passed by Congress ^In 
September and extended in Decemt>er funding 
overall government operations. As a result, ARC 
received funding of $155 million for fiscal 1963. 

"^Operating a Changing E>rogram - 

At the 'same time that the Commission was 
moving ahead to plan and nefine its new pro* ^ 
gram,* it was also continuing tne last year of fund* ' 

' ing under the traditional pr^am. Typical activi* 
^ ties of the year are descrtCw^briefly below. Most 
of t|ie projects initiated during the year are in line 
with ARCs new finish*up- emphases, but some 

. (the upgrading of vocational education teachers 
in Mississippi and the nrf^ernai health care proj* 
ect in Coshocton County, Oiiio, for instance) are 
examples of projects that will no longer t>e ellgl* 
ble qnder the new program. 

* Highway Construction, Of the total 3,025 milgs 
authorized in the Appalachlart Development 



Highway System, construction w. 
completed on 1,663.6 miles by 
1982, and 1 ,660.2 miles were o| 
the Appalachian access, road syst 
tJon was underway or completed o, 




nder way or 
emljer 30, 
traffic. On 
. *construc* 
45.6 miles, 



13DL^urvey* During the year ARC conducted a 
survey^oT^ts..^?^ development districts 
(LDDs). The survey>uetiich dealt with the impact 
of budget cuts on the districts, revealed that 49 
percent of LDD aboard member^ were business* 
men. Earlier surveys had shown thar63 pu^ent 
of board memljers were locally elected officials^^ 
many of them business leaders serving in part* 
>time public positions. 

According to the survey, federal funding for 
district administration front FY 81 to FY 82 
dropped an average of 17 percent, a drop offset 
to some degree ^ a 13.2 percent increase in 
state funding and a 19.6 percent increase in local 
funding. However, total staffing of the districts 
was cut 23 percent because of the funding 
changes. 



To help make up for these losses, mariy disv 
tricts collects fees for services once provided 
free to locaf governments. Mew services were 
also offered on a fee or cost basis, to businesses 
as well as local governments. Further, districts 
successfully sought support from private founda* 
tions and philanthropic Institutions. 

Matching Doctors and* Communities* ARC 
established the Appalachian Health Professions 
Clearinghouse, headquartered In Washington 
and operated by the ARC stafF, to refer liealth- 
care professionals to practices in Appalachia and 
to h^p Appalachian communities find the 
health*care providers they need. Operated with 
federal and state funds with no fee charged to 
health professionals or communities, the clear* 
inghousehas used newsletters andl^rochures to 
make its services known to communities and 
providers. A special target of its publicity has 
been the medical students and residents who 
have received teans from the National Health 
Service Corps for their medical education and 
must* repay these loans by serving health man* 
power shortage areas. Although the clearing* 
^ house aims its efforts primarily at physicians, it 
also helps plac^ dentists, nurse practitioners and 
physician assistants. 

Some Appalachian states have actively particl* 
pated in clearinghouse activities by estaL Mshing 
state recruitment offices through which clearing* 
house efforts are channeled. These offices main* 
tain up-to-date infonnation on theKromtnunitles 
that have the greatest health needs. They some* . 
times run recruitment fairs or training workshops 
for communities seeking health manpower. 

^^\^st]ng Development of a Hlgh'Technology 
< p^rridor* A high*technology corridor in Ten- 
nessee, along the Pejlissippi Parkway t>etween 
Oak Ridge* and the Knoxville area, will t>e 
developed with the help of $1.2 million in ARC 
funds. The new nonprofit Tennessee Technology 
Foundation will develop the corridor, along 
which two high* techno logy businesses have 

. already located. The ARC funds will t>e lised for 
start*up costs and ge^ral administrative costs 



' for up Jo five years for ^he foundation, ^hose for* 
mation was .recoramerided by b^statewide task 
-force of business arid community readers. The 
foundation will buUd'on_,the,technical educa^^ 
tlonal^base in the area, whicK includes the Oak 
Ridge National LaboratorVt/TVA, the University 
of Tennessee in KnoxvijJe^and Its associated 
Spac^ Institute^In^^ullahdma.^ 

Plans for the project include a training insti* 
tute for employees of high-!;ech industries on a 
new campus foh the State Technical Institute of 

^'Knoxville, to-be combined with the Oakllidge 
campus of Roane State Community College, and 
a technology business center to help entrepre- 
neurs r^ach pr^uctton stage. 

Improvement of Basic Skills* A component of 
the s^tatewide b^c skills improvement program 
and the comprehensive plan of the Alabama 
state department of education, this four-year-old 
Alabama ^oject is designed to improve the baste 
' skills of readir^g, matherfiatics and oral and writ' 
ten comrnunication. It has granted fUhds to ten 
elementary schools. While each school has 
worked toward the overall objectives in a slightly 
different way» all have used ARC funds to supply 
, additional teaching staff^andLa!de5j;o-purcha^ 
or create new-andTftore effective instructional 
materials and to find wa^s tc ^olve parents in 
improving their children's basic skills. A special 
basic skitts team from the state department of 
education has assisted all schools in the project. 
Achievement and basic skills tests are adminis* 
tered to help evaluate the effectiveness of the 
^ffoject.* ^ 



Providing Mat 
established to 
care' to lownn 
womert who do 
inadequate or n 
fessionals In the 



Health Care* A program was 
rovlde prenatal and postnatal 
me Coshocton County, Ohio, 
ot qualify for welfare and have 
h^lth insurance- Health pro* 
unty had noticed that Increas- 
ing numt>ers of pi^gna?it women were coming to 
the emergency room of the only hospltai In the 
county to deliver without having any prenatal 
Q lurlr{g their pr^nancies. A lack of prenatal 
gp^Qs kftbwn to contribute mortaliti' 



The'^purpose of the pr^>ject Is to' prevent low- 
birth-weight, _feabies^nd^gh-risk deliveries* 
Clients are provided with physical exarntnations, , 
laboratory testing, nutnUonal assessments and 
counseling o^ jpregr^atncy and child care* 

Enroutaging Business to Establtsh'^Chtrd Qare 
Programs* jfc study by Wlnthrop Collie in 
South C^r^Vna explored incentives to business 
and mdustry to subsidize child care programs. 
The study's^ four major components were (l)^a> 
survey of vyorking women in South Carolina; (2) a 
review of^' current literature on employer-sup- 
ported c^ild care; (3)*on-5lte visits to study 
models of erj^plgyer-supported child care; ijnd 
development of a marketing package to proitJqlLe 
the concept. This marketing package is rvow be* 
Ing used by child care providers in approaching 
the private sector; the package includes infonna* 
tion on tax laws^insurance* cNId care standards 
and other regulatory factors. The proje^* was 
undertaken in response* to recommendcttlons 
from a governors task force which had pointed 
out the large increase in the state over recent ^ 
years in numt>e'rs of employed women and urged ' 
increased child support services to make It easier 
for.more.women.tobe employed. 

Supplying a Clinic for a Rural Coal-Mining Area* 
In I^oyd County^ Kentucky^ several smalj rural 
mining communities vjrtually isolated from large 
service centers r^lve basic health ^rvlces 
from a clinic whose rented facility was recently 
destroyed by fire. ! ARC funds have helped to 
build and equip a clinic building to replace the 
mobile homes adapted and temporarily used by ^ 
the clinic, this community of 13,000 ralf^d* 
$80,000 to contribute to the cost of the perma* 
nent building. , 

Promoting Conversten to ^al* In FY 82, ARC 
developed a guidebook to help small arid 
medium-sized industries make the dectskins 
necessary to'convert to the use of coat for elec- 
tricity or heating* |t also helped disseminate in- 
formation on conversion at the state and local 
levels* working* foj^ example* with a local deveN 

■ f ' 



ppment district in southeastern Pennsylvania. 

RehabtlltattngpRural Housing* ARC provided 
$250,000 to the Regional Housing Council erf 
Southern Tler'MeM^ York for a demonstration 
project in the Veh'abilltatlpn^ of rural housing 
throu_gb.the combined use of public and private 
funds. The $2^0,000 in ARC funds will pennit 
$550*000 to be borrowed at reduced Interest 
rates for the rehabilitation of three types of rural 
^housing: 

1. rental properties housing 1-4 families ^ 

2. larger -homes , owned and occupied by an 
elderly person or persons, to t>e converted into 
^4 family units 

3. properties foreclosed for tax delinquency. 

T^e overall purpose of the project is to restore 
to good condition 4ome of the essentially sound 
housing stock oF rural New York and therel^ in- 
crease the Supply of good housing available at 
reasonable rates to rural residents. 

Upgrading Vocational Education Teachers* In 
the 20 Appalachian counties of Mississippi, the 
number of vocational education teachers tripled 
during the, ten years from 1969 to 1979 as a 
result of theiARC emphasis on establishing voca* 
tional ^education facilities. In order to upgrade 
thirtraining and development of teachers, espe- 
cially ncv/ teachers* the state division of voca* 
tionakechnfcal education has received a three* 
year grant from ARC for in*service training. The 
program is offered at iocal vocational centers 
and off-campus locations of Mississippi .State 
University^.^ 

This pilot project is Intended eventually to t>e 
extended to other areas of the state. An effective 
riechahism for raising the level of* ^vocational 
education^ the project has developeiij such inno* 
vatfons as preparation of a directory. listing In* 
dustries In Appalachian Mississippi that are wiljv 
ing to help train vocational education teachers 
by letting them actually work at the industries for 
short periods and take part in companv training 
programs. 
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.Making Use of New SBA Program* More than 20 
Appalachian local development districts (LDDs) 
made use of a Relatively new Small Business Ad* 
ministr^on program tc^^t m organizations 
during the year that^ould qVF^fy as certified 
development companies (CDOsi^ the purpose of 
jhis joint government/prtvate-se^or program Is 
to make it possible for smalt businesses to obtain 
flnarKing for the acquisitbn oE land, construc- 
tion and equipment. Loans can raade for up to 
& years, the type of tong*term financing which is 
often difficult fiir- small businesses to get. 

Once It has set up a CDC, a devetoprhent dis> ' 
trict can often put together a financing package , 
to help a small bu^ less obtain better terms than 
otherwise available. SBA can guarantee ^ maxi' 
mum of $500,000 of bonds In any one package 

' arranged throLyh a CDC. The development dis- 
tricts expect eventually to make their CDCs self 

- supportingi largely thro.ugh the packaging fee^ 
they are allows to charge. 
^ This program constitutes a valuable develop- 
ment tool that Is eypected to help create jobs as 
.11 as t3aid in ci^ and areawide deveiopnrtent.' 

Asslsting^Stnall Coal Plx>duqerSi In order to help 
si^all and'medum'sized coal producers to take 
betW advantage of the coal export market, ARC 
offered technical assistance during the year in 
several fomns. The Commission prepared a 
series of five reports analyzing export opportuni* 
ties, the structure of the export rtiarket and port 
capacity problerps. It provided staff and.flnancial 
support for a number of seminars and confer* 
ences throu^out Appalachla on the same 
topics. It helped to oigahlze a cooperative of 
smaffi and medium-sized coat producers in east* 
ern Kentucky which negotiated th^sale of 
almost half a million tons of coal to Itofy. 

Appalachian Foundation 

Throughout the year the Commission ex- 
plored initiatives that would lead to creation of 
an Appalachian foundation. The Commlssiqo* 
was interested in launching a cooperative public/ 
private effort to build a pool of capital that could 
be used, along with other kinds of assistance, on. 



specific effort£^ior the development of the Re- 
gion to complement the work of ARC. in earlier 
decadeSp niuchr6f\fae wealth generated by Appa* 
lachia's natural' ^rateources had been extracted 

" from the Region^i^Sthout much benefit to the 
Appalachian people*^^ Many corporations and 
individuals havQ.showh an increasing corpmit* 
ment t6 the ccmhiiiHities where they are cloihg 
business. , . * / . - - 

The Commission allocated $600,000 during 
the year to launch ihe Foundation and fiind its 
first-year operating c^^^. It also appointed a 
Foundation committee composed of the federal 
cochairman and representatives of five Appala- 
chian states (Kentucky* >lississlppip Ohio, Ten- 
nessee and West Virginia); this committee was 
directed to prepare ^nd file final incorporation 
documents. 

(The Foundatiolri's articles of incorporation 
were filed in Virginia on Jak^uary 28, 1983^ after 
the conclusion of fiscal 1982. An Initial board 
was deslgnatedi consisting^ the federal cochair* 
man and the current and pi.eceding states' co- 
chairmen. This initial board wps given responsi* 
bility for approving the Foundation's bylaws and 
Electing to the board of dlredorjs not fewer than 
14 directors In addition to the 13 Appalachian 

-governors.) 

Tiie Hnisli-Up program 

The flnish^p program, launched at the end of 
fiscal year 19^, was designed to help the Region 
make the transition from dependence on assist- 
ance furnished by ARC to the point where it 
cpuld continue to make economic progress with- 
out the assistance. The program called for^spe- 
clfic goats. Within three years the basic health 
program was expectec^to be completed. Special 
assistance fo the rnost clistressed counties and a 
regionwlde program to create and retain Jobs 
and stlnrmlate private investment was planned 
\%jt five years. Completion of the most vital un* 
cojnpleted highway segments .was scheduled for 
eight years. 

Changes In the Hlghwa^^ Program* Completion 
of the total planned 3,033-mile Appalachian 



DevelopmefTt Highway System would cost ap- 
t>roKimately an additional $7 Jbillion in federal 
.funds, Recording to estimate^n late 198Ubut 
- this level of federal funding^id not seem achiev- 
aHe. The finish-up program, therefore, provides 
for construction of only ^666 of the 'remaining 
lp303 uncompleted miles. The criteria for seg- 
ments to be selected for constn^ction were devel- 
oped by negotiation among the' states an^ the 
federal cochairman in the usual ARC process.' 
The segments to be constructed "include: 

• segments within each state carrying the 
highest overall traffic and contributing the most 
fo economic development 

• segments eliminating, the most restrictive 
gaps in continuity of the'system 

• segments expected to carry the most coal traf> 
fic by 1985 i ^ 

• segments completing the most critical cross- 
ings of state lines. ' . 

For compietion of 550 miles, a c'feiling of 
$2.27 billion in federal funds wafse^Tf^ Appa- 
lachian states conimitted themselves to'Duilding 
an addltbnal 1 16 miles of the system'essentially 
with other resources. 

The modified highway program would: 

• complete approxirnately 79 percent of the 
authorized ^stem, for '^^ total of about 2400 
miles of Improved hlgh^^y 

• construct the 150 miles of highway segments 
carrying the largest volumes of coal 

• leave 26 state-line crossings in adequate 
condition 

• virtually coroplete 10 corridors of the 26 in the 
system. ^ 

Changes In the Area Development Program. 
The bulk of ARC area development funds— near- 
ly 75 percent of the total-Avill be used for the 
jot>s and private investment part of the program. 
A limit of ^50 percent of the total cost is estab- 
lished as the maximum ARC funding permissible 
in projects under the Jobs and private investment 
program and the health finish*up program* Some 
projects formerly eligible for ARC funding are no 
lohger eligibte: libraries, cultural centers or 
recreation facilities; construction of schools,. 
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^ hospitals or government office buildings; con^ 
, stnjc^on of community centersor social service 
facilities* except for primary care facilities under 
the health finish^up ptogranF^ facilities eligible 
^. under the 4Utre$5ed counties piogram and 
ties for iq^ustry^related childkare under the JoBs 
and private investment progrado'; operational 
assistance beyond start-up and the first year of 
<jperations. * ^ ^ 

. ' ^ , it? 

Jobs and Private Investment Program. This prbgram 
will fund projects supporting the creatior) and 
retention of prlvate^sector jobs, upgrading man^ 
power for jobs in the Region and stimulating 
prlvate^sector investment. All 397 Appalachian 
counties £ve eligible for funding of projects 
under this jobs'^and private investmeiyt program. 
Aihprojects selected for support mqst provide 
evidence of private^sectorvinvestment, such as 
monetary* contributiohs^ donation of space, ex^ 
pertise or equipment^ investment in a related 
project as a result of project activities, or corpo* 
rate or community leadership and involvement 
in planning and implementing project activities. 
Eligible activities are those that involve: > 

, ^eaticn and retention of jobs, where Commis- 
sion funds are necessary to assure a firm private- 
sector commitment to locate, expand or stay in 
the area * 

• upgrading man^xywer for jobs in the Region^ 
where'Commission funds will initiate trairiing 
that is relevant to the citrrent job market or im- 
prove basic sHilb necessary to qualify for jobs 

• attracting private investments^ where Com- 
" mission funds are necessary to bring about spe- 
cific private investments that will meet hlgh- 
prlorlty objectives substantially enhancing the 
economic development potential of an area. 

. .Projects eligible for funding under this pro- 
gram include! ^ 

• infrastricture projcfcts* such as access roads, 
^ wjater and sewer impnovements or other commu- 

' nlty facilities for or supporting enterprise sites 

• human resources projects of the following 
*^r^s: . _ . ■ 

^PJ(^>b-refevant training j^^rams, including 



training or upgrading to improve imitiediate job 
prospects 

2. basi? skills pmgrams fcr adults or secondary- 
level vocational students (o improve reading,. 
, writing, cjomputational or basic computer liter- 
acy skills in direct preparatipn for ^oloyirfent 
or graduation . ^ * ' 

3. chlld-care programs to meet the needs of spe- 
cific industries and their employees, including 
constructip^n of facilities and establishment or 
adaptation of prograrns 

4. housing programs needed to support or ex- 
pand business and industry 

5. enterprise developmerft programs, such as 
assistance in developing ^coal marketing and ex- 
port strategies, technical assistance for small 
business development and . energy enterprise 
revolving loan funds. ^ * ' 

Funds allocated to the jobs and private invest- 
ment program for fiscal 1983 total $34.3 million. 

Distressed Cour^ties Program. Tliis special program 
is designed to help Appalachians who live in the 
most distressed and underdeveloped counties in 
the Rpgion (see list on page 6). More than one^ 
million Appalachians live in (hese 67 counties, 
where many communities lack even the most 
basic facilities and the resources to provide 
them. Unemployment and poverty rates are high 
and housing Inadequate In these largely rural 
counties. ' \ 

Four indicators were used to identify the 67. 
counties eligible under {his program: per capita 
incorpe, unemployments poverty an4 infant nnor- 
tality. Counties Included fall in the bottom quar- 
ter of Appalachian counties in at least three of 
these four categories. 

Fiinds under this program will be used chiefly 
to provide safe drinking water and affordable 
waste disposal, to give these counties a basis for 
hope of progress Ir^the future. Funds can also be 
used for activitie^r eligible under the .jobs and 
private investment program. 

Funds allocated to this program^for fiscal 
1983 tqtai $9.6 million.. 

t . 
Heoith BnishUp Program. This program is de- 



f signed to complete within three years the ARC 
objectives of bringing primary health care within 
reasonable commuting distance of people in the 
Region, of reducing infant mortality in coundes 
with the worst rates and of recruiting needed 
health manpower in shortage' areas. 

Counties eligible for primary care projects, 
listed on P^ge 7, were selected on the basis of 
"bemg areas short in. health manpower (as desig- 
nated by the Department of Keallth and Human 
Services) that lacked primary care or coverage 
from nearby areas. Counties eligible for infant- 
mortality reduction projects, listed on page 7, . 
wer^ selected on the basis of having infant mor^ 
tallty rates for the years 1977-79 that were 150 
percent of the national average, or more. 

This program will fund: 

• primary ^care projects'that provide reasonable 
access— fjenerally within 30 minutes* under nor 
mal con< itions — to basic day-to-day health care 
by a physicah^ physician ex^ndet/or nurse* for 
the general population of health manpower 
shortage areas. Primary care is defined as family* 
oriented entry-level ambulatory care and 
assumes responsibility for diagnosis, treatment, 
follow-up and'flferrats to more specialized ser- 
vices, it may include dental, preventive and 
home health care in addition to basic health 
care. Eligible** projects include establishing 
clinics, extending outreach or satellite services 
*and assisting recruitment of primary care 
physicians. ^ 

• projects to reduce infant mortality. Eligible 
activities will include training courses, public 
education jSVograms and prenatal services. 

• recruitment technical assistance projects to 
help place needed health providers In health 
manpower shortage areas throughout the 
Region^ ^ 

Funds allocated to this program for fiscal 
1983 total $5.1 million. 

'Flnish^Up Pl^gram Objectives. The ARC finish^ 
up program cannot complet^^the job of bringing 
Appalachia tully into the mainstream of the 
Arnertcan econorny. Gaps will still remain be* 
tween Appalachian and national levels of in* 
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come, community services, Jobs, housing, healU) 
and education, but the'finish*up program will fur- 
ther narrow many of thesie gaps, It is expected to 
JSJniplete^lruan otderly-fafehion-ARC cfforts-licwt- 
in progress. And iVwill leaye in place Jn the Re*^ 
glon a solid base for continuing deveioprneht. ^' 



Counties Eligible for Assistance under the Distressed Counties 
Program 



Alabama 

Bibb' 

Clay 

Coosa ^ 

Lawrence 

Pickens- 

Randolph 

Georgia 

Dawson 

Towns 

Union 

t^ntucHy 

Bath 
Carter 
Clay 
Clinton 
Jackson 
.Knott 
LaWl^nce 
Lee 
Lewis 
Uncoln 
wVlreaiy 
Magoffin 
Menifee 
Morgan 
Ovt^ley 
Powell 
Russell 
Wolfe 



Mississippi 

Benton 
^Kemper 
Marshall 
Noxubee 
Tippah * 
Webster 
Winston 

North Carolina 

Cherokee 
Jackson 
Swain * 

Ohio 

Adams 
Pike 

P^nsyWania 
Sullivan 



Tennessee 

Campbell 
Cla^bome - 
Clay , 
Cocke 
Cumberland 
Fentress 
Grunc^ 
Hancock 
Jackson 
Meigs 
Overton 
..Pickett 
Scott 



Virginia ^ 
Lee 

West Virginia 

Braxton ^ 

Calhoun 

Clay 

GItmer 

Lincoln 

Mci>oweli 

Mingo 

Pendleton 

Pocahontas 

Roarxe 

Sumnners 

Taylor 

Webster 



ERIC 



21 



22 
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Counties Eligible for Assistance under the Primary Care Program 



Alabahaa 

Cherok^" 

Walker 

Winston 

(korgta 

Banks 
Cherokee ^ 
Jackson 
Murray* 
W^ker 

Kentucky 

Garrard 
Greenup 
Knox 
Laurel 

Montgomefy 

Owsl^ 

Rockcastle 

Russell 

Whitley 

Woire 

Mississippi 

Choctaw 

Clay 

Lowndes 

Prentiss 

llshomin§o 

Onion 



Mewyork 

Chenango 
Steuben * ■ ^ 
Ttoga 

North CaroUna 

Yancey 

Ohio 

Carroll 
Monroe 
Pike 
Vinton 

P^nsylvanta 

Bradford 

Clinton 

Crawford 

Erie 

Fulton 

Juniata 

Mercer 

Monroe 

Montour 

Sullivan 

Wayne 



Tennessee 

Jackson 

Polk : 

Van Buren 
Virginia 



Bath . I 
Dickenson*! 
Royd 
Russelt 

West Virginia 

Calhoun 
Clay 
Gilmer 
Hampshire 
Jefferton 
""Mineral" 
Pendleton 
Randolph 
Roane* 
CIpshur' 



' -23 

^ 1^ renect newly acquired data. 



Counties Eligible for Assistance 
sunder the Inrant Mortality 
Reduction Program ' ^ 



Alabama, 

Chambers 

Cherokee 

Lawrence 

Winston 

Georgia 

Banks 

Dawson 

Heard 

Murray 

Towns 

Kentucky 

Beir » 
Qinton 
Lewis 
McCreary 



Virginia 

Bland 
Buchanan 
Giles 
V^usselL 

West Viriilnla^ 

* Ohio 

Pendleton 
. Pleasants 

Pocahontas 
^ Roane ' 
, Sumrifiers* , 
f Tucker 
^Upshur 



Mississippi 

l*ee * 

Lowndes 

hoxut>ee 

Oktibbeha 

Tippah 

Webster 



Tewiessee 

Fentress 
Meigs 



^4 



*Added In 1^ to reflect newly a<:<tufred daUt. « 



Finances 



In thg 18 years the Appalachian Regional 
Commission has been in existence, .Cpngress 
has appropriated a total of nearly $4.9 billion 
for the Appalachian program, through Septem- 
ber 30, 1983 (see Table 1 at right). Of this btai, 
$3.0l>iilion has been for the highway progfam 
arid $1,9 billion for the nonhighway prografti* 

AuthorizaUons and ^ 
Appropriations 

The federai share of ARC funding is provided 
by CoQgj gsslo^two stages; first authorizations 
and then appropriations, as is the case y/ith 
most federai'programs. Authorizations estab- 
lish both the scope of program activities and 
the maximum limits on amounts that may be 
-made available to carry out these programs. 
For the Appalachian program, authoriza^tions 
of funds for the nonhighway portion of the pro* 
gram ha^ been provided for two<year periods, 
and for the highway program for longer periods, 
usually four tcf five years. ^ . 

Within the ceilings established by the autho^ 
rizations, Congress ihen- provides annual ap< 
propriations for the Appalachian program, 
generally not for the full amounts authorized, 

\ ■ ; 

' Highway Funds 

The original amount authorized for the ARC 
highway program in 1965^ was $840 million 
and covered a six^year period/to 1971 (see 
Table 2 on page 9): Since that time Congress 
.has raised the total authorization to $3,140 
million through'1982 as more miles have been 
added to the system and as the costs of con- 
struction have risen with inflation. Neither the 
original authorization nor the ihcreased fund* 



Table.!.. ; 
>proi]|riations foriAppalachian Regional Development Programs 

(in thousandgiof dollar^) ' ''' 



rionhtflhway 



Fiscal Year 
1965-6 
I9tt 
1968 
.1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
Transition duai^er 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1960 
1981 
1982 
1983 

Total 

' } 



Highway 

$ 200.000 
.100,000 
70.000 
100.000 
175.000 
175,000 
175.000 
205.000 
155.000 

■ .; 60,000 

l'62.200 
37.500 
185.000 
21U300 
,233,000 
' 229^,00(J 
214.600 
100.000 
,115,133 



Area 
Development 
$ 103.450 
54.700 
55.100 
70,600 
101.958 
1 r9.500 
' 1 15.000 
127.000 
107.500 
, 125.000 
117.500 
8.000 
■ 109,500 
105.000 
* 137.923 
. 120.000 
78,400* 
44.200 
45.000 



tteseaich 
and LDD 

$ 2;500 
2,750 
1.600 
. 3,000 
5.500 
7,50'0 
7.000 
1 1,000 
■ 7.500" 
8,500 
8.500 
4.500 
8.500 
7,400 
7.700 
7,500 
6.300* 
5.800 
5.000 



Admlnrstrative 
$ 1,290 
1.100' 
746 * ,. 
850 
932 
*.968 / 
1.113 ■[ 
1,217 
1,492 
1.747 , 

'im . ' 

495 . ' 
1.925 

*- 2.083 
2.297 
3.1p5- 
3.192 

' ,2.900 
2,900 



$3,002,73r $ 1,745,331 " $ 1 18,050 . $32,222 



Total / 
307.240 

, 158,550 
127,446 - 
'174,450--' 

. 283^390 
302.96iB" 

■2^8.113 ' 
344.217 , 
271.492. 
295.247 

■290..070 
50,495 
304.925. 
325.783 
3jBp.920, 
359.605 
302.492* 
152.900 
168,033 




ing, however, would be Enough to complete 
the system. The total amount actually appro- 
priated to date for highways, through fiscal 
1982. is billion. 



Monhighway Funds 

. Appalachian nonhighway funds have been 



used. foF. a -number of programs, including 
healfh^ocatipnal and other education, mine 
area ^^rii-^tf^n, t\ousing.' water and sewer 
treatment, other community facilities, land 
stabilization, timber development, support of 
the multicolor local development 4istricts 
(LDDs), resdtfch and supplemental grants. 
Originally/ t^e funds were allocated to each 
state in a^^^clfic ^'^^^ ^^^^ program 

^* ' \ 



J[. Table 2 • 

Appalaunian Highway Authorizations 



Appalachian Legislation 



(in millions j3f dollars) 



Period Covered 



1965 Act through 

1967 Amendments through 

1969 ^Amendments through 

1971 Amendments through 

1975 Am*^ndments through 

1980 ArneL-tdments ^ through 

1982 Reconcilid^on Act through 



1971 
1971 
1973 
^ 1978 
1981 
1982 
1982 



Cumulative authorization through 1982^ $3,140 n^illion^ 
Cumulative appropriation through'1982. $2,887.6 million. 



Ainpunt of 
Added \ 



Authorization 



$840.0 
175.0 
150.0 
925.0 
846.0 
260.0 
-50.0 



Cumulative 

$ 840.0 
■ 1,015,0 
M65.0 
, 2.090.0 
2.930.0 
3.190.0 
3,140.0 



then in existence, in 1971. Congress changed 
this system of authorization by allocating the 
nonhighway funds as a block. )n response to 
this Congressional action,' which gave the 
-Commission greater flexibility in investing its 
.funds according to individual state priorities, 
the^Commissipn'designed a new allocation sys* 
tem under which each state was given a single 
allocation, called an area development alloca* 
tion, for four major programs: health and child 
dev^Qpment, vocational education, mine area 
reclamation and supplemental grants, ^gch 
state' coutd'determine how much of its Tirea 
development allocation it wanted to use for 
^each of these programs. 

Since 1975, thissingle allocation system has 
expanded to cover all ARC Oonhighway pro^ 
^ grams, except for Commission research and 
evaluation and the support of the LDDs. 

Th^ area development appropriation Is di^ 
vided among the states according to a fprmula 
that takes into account the land area, {he popu* 
latjon and the per capita income of the Appala^ 
^ an portion of each state. 



Sources of Funding 

^ The commitment of the federal-state part- 
ners to the ARC process is demonstrated by 
the fact that the responsibility for funding is 
shared just as the decision-making process is. 
Appalachian and other federal funds have made 
up 61 percent of the total costs of all Appala- 
chian projects (63 percent of highway projects 
and 59.5 percent of nonhighway projects— see 
Table 3 on page 10). The remainder of the costs 
has be«n paid by state, local and/or private 
funds, so that the federal government'on the 
one hand and state, local and private funds on 
the other have invested close to equally in the 
program^ 

Over thenars, the federal share of funding 
for yrant*in*a)d projects has been increased by 
legislation, and this^lncrease is reflected in the 
Appalachian program. During the initial years, 
the federal share of the ARC highway program 
was slightly over 50 percent, buT rose to 80 
percent in fiscal 1982. The federal shafe of the 



nonhighway Cunding has also risen over the 
_ years, although not so steeply^ from an origi* 
nal share of about 50 percent to 63.8 percent 
in fiscal 1982 and 59.5 percent on a cumula* 
tive basis. 

Supplemental Grants 

Because of their jurai character, their rela- 
tive poverty and their low tax bases, many Ap* 
palachian states and communities found it dif* 
ficutt to fome up with the matching share re- 
quired by law in many programs before federal 
funds can be granted. Although they were eli- 
gible in ail other ways for grants for the con* 
struction of basic public facilities, before the 
existence of ARC they often could hot take ad- 
vantage of a number of federal programs. 

In response to this problem, Congress de- 
signed a unique feature of the Appalachian 
legislation, the supplemental grant program. 
Under this program, the federal share in grant 
programs may be raised (from the usual 30 to 
66 percent) to as much as 80 percent of the 



* Table 3 

■Distribution of Total Cost among Sources of Funds for Approved Projects 

(in millions of dollars) 

Hlflhyay Projects Honhlflhway Projects Alt Proj ects 





1982 


Cumulative 


1982^ — ~^ 


.Cumulative 


1982 


Cumulative 




Amount 


Percent 


Amount 


Percent 


Amount 


Percent 


Ainoun^ 


Percent Amount 


Percent 


Amount Percent 


ARC Funds 


$105.8 


80.Q% 


$2.fe63.7 


. 63.0% 


$ 62.2 


■ ^ 

. 25.6% 


$1,817.6 


30.1% 


$168.0 


45.0% 


A 4,6^1.3 44.2% 


Other Federal Funds 










92.5' 


382 


1,778.0 


29.4 


-92.5 


24.7 


1,778.0 16.8 


Total Federal 


$105.8. 


80.0% 


$2,863.7 

* 


63.0%' 


$154.7 

- 


.v63.8% 


$3,595.6 


59.5% 


$260.5 


* 69.7% 


$ 6,459.3, '61.0% 


State Funds 


$ .24.7 


19.3% 


$1.569\0 


36.7% 




9.7% 


$ 513.3' 


8.5% 


$ 48.2 


17>l%' 


% 2.162.3^20.6% 


Local Funds 


0.7 


0.7 


13.3 


03 


54il 


255 


1.935.4 


32.0 


64.8 


12.9 . 


1.948.7 \%A 


Total State 
























and Local 


S 25.4 


20.0% 


$1,682.3 


' 37.0% 


S 87.6 


36.2% 


.:$2>448.7 


^0.5% 


$1,13.6 


30.3% 


S 4,13K0. 39*C% 


Total EUsfble Costs* 


$131.2 


100.0% 


-$4.546.d 


100.0% 


$242.3 


400.0% 


$6i044.3 


100.0% 


$373.5 


100.0% 


$10>590*3. 100*0% 



^IncUglble costs of projects, which ar« nol elJ3ibfe for ntatchlnS federol grants, musi be borne by Ihe appftcants. 

* 

- * ■ \ 



cost of construction, so that the state or com* 
munitycan {^Participate by putting up as little as 
20 percent as its matching share* The Appala* 
chian states have used sMpplemental grants to 
construct many types of public facilities, in- 
cluding vocational education schools, colleges, 
health facilities, ^water systems, sewage treat* 
ment plants, recreational facilities, libraries 
aiTd airports; 

Each year the Commission utilizes supple- 
mental grant funds in a slightly different man- 
^ ner. In accordance >with priorities determined 



at the time by the Appalachian states {see 
Table 4 on page 11). The proportion used for 
water, sewer and sewage treatment facilities, 
which prevtously amounted to about 20 per- 
cent of these funds, rose steadily— from 38 
percent in fiscal year 1973 to nearIy-70 percent 
in fiscal year 1978— and then dropped to 52 
percent by 1981; in 1982 it was up again to 66 
percent. In 1982, industrial site development 
and community improvement utilized 24 per- 
cent of these funds, as compared to 21 percent 
in 1979 and 33 percent in 1981. 
Health facilftiesi on the other hand, which 



\once accounted for about 26 percent of these 
funds, utilized about 17 percent in 1&75 and 
dropped to less than 2 percent in 1980 and less 
than 1 percent in 1981 and 1982. The share of 
education projects has dropped from an earlier 
57 percent to somewhat more than 7 percent 

in the 1980-82 years. ^ ^ 

It should be noted, however, that these 
amounts do not reflect completely the amounts 
of ARC funds used for construction of health 
and vocational education facilities since these 
may also be funded under ARCs basic health 
and vocational education programs. 
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Table 4 



Supplemental Grant Projects Approved Type of Program 

f {in thousands of dollars) 



1982 Program 



Cumulative 
through 1982 





Mo* 


Amount 


Percent 


No. 


Amount 


Percent 




Community Development: 












V 




water oysiem 










< 1 <^ft 7 1 A 


J To 




Water aiiu ocwer 


? 






Q7 


^,ouy 






t V/i^bW -liecHllieiK 






'>^ ft 


474 


yi?,fc*t*i 






#^ rA at inn ~l ~nt i-r T 

r^crcauon J^ci lounsm 

ml 1 1 tu IrvinmvATnAnt 








wy 








A 






ftA 
oo 








Inde^trlal Site Development 




4,260 


17.2 


157' 


40.575 


5'.9.' 




, Airports 


2 


452 

* 


i.a 


. 153 ■ 


18338 














' 47 


7,314 






Oiher^> 








20 


. 3,501 


0.5 




Subtotal 


92 


$22,924 


92.7% 


lt740 


$394,916 


57^5% 




Educatipn: *. 




C ■ 












Vocational Education 


2 


$ 160 


0.7% 


586 


$ 84,478 


.123% 




' Higher Education 


3 


. 1,038 


4.2 


246 


63,249 


' 9.2 




Libraries 


2 


551 


' 2.2 


174 


21,315 


3.1 




. ETV^ndNDEA 








103 


14,772 


2^ 




Subtotal ' 


8 


$ 1J49 


' 7.1% 


J, 109 


$183,8(14 


26.8% 




Health Faculties 


1 


$ 54 


0.2% 


455 


$107,759 


15.7% 




Tot?:! 


101 


^24,727 


100.0% 


3,304 


$686»489 


100.0% 
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Projects Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 



Appalachian Regional Conimissibn^ 



Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 

ARC Share . ' 









Percent 


Other 




Total 




Number of 




of Total 


Federal 


State and 


Eligible 


Ptrogram Category ^ 


Projects 


. Amount 


ARC runds 


runds 


Loca} runds 


cost 


Health ! ■ 


; 29 


$ ^4,968,241 


8,0% 


$ L470J24 


$ 5,327 057 


$ U 765 622 


Child [development 


7 


^ 3,285,299 


5,3 _ 


1,611,568 


. 3,90A410 


8,802,277 


^ Vocational Education and 














Other Education ^ 


27 


7,955,740 


12.8 


573,279 


17,409,582 


25,933,301 


Community Development 


94 


23,923,998 


38,4 


88,630,683 


53,978,532" 


166,533,213 


Energy and Enterprise 














-Development 


25 


8,928,098 


14,3 




■ 849,187 


9.777,285 


Environment and Natural 








* 






Resource$ 


4 


771.286 


.1.?' 


/ 0 


335,550 


1,106,836 


Other Programs md Special 














Demonstration? 


3 


913.467 


1.5, . 


*; 58,180 


1.894,885 


V 2,906.532 


Housing 


■ 7 


3,274,108 


53 


55,000 


■ 1.310,841 


4*639.949 


. Local Development District 














Plariding and Administratiorj 


0 


■ 4,550.655 


7.? 


0 


1,802,599 


6.353,25^ 


Rtisearcli ^nd Technical 












Assistance^ 


34 


3.666.736 


5.9 


45,187 


755,751 


' 4,467.674 


Total 


230 


$62,237,628 


100.0% 


$92,484,221 


$87,564,094 


$242,285,943 
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Alabama 



Populittion 

(in thousands) . 



Percentage 
of Change 
1980. 1981 1980*81 



^ State Total 


3,893.9 


3,920. 


0.7% 


Totarof-Countics 








in Appa^fchla^^ 
* 


2,430,1 


2,447.8 


0.7% 


Bibb 


i5.r 


-^15.9 


1.2% 


Blount 


36.5 


373^ 


2.2 


Calhoun 


119.8 


126.8 


.9. 


Chambers 


39.2 


39.3 


.3 


Cherokee 


18.8 


J 8.8 


.4 


Chilton 


30.6 


30.9 


.1.0 


Ctay 


13.7' 


13.7 


.0' 


• Cleburne * 


12.6 


12.7 


.4 


Colbert* 


• 54.5 


54.9 


.8 


Cposa 


li;4 


11.4 


.1 •* 


Cullman 


61.6 


62.1 




. De Kalb .* 


53.7 


54.5 


r 


^ Elmore 


■43.4' 


44.1 




Etowah 


103.1 


. 103.6 


.5 


. Fayette 


18.8 


19.0 


.8 


Franklin 


28.3 


28.6 


.9 


Jackson 


51.4 


52.4 


2.0 


Jefferson 


671.3 


670.8 


-.1 


Lamar 


16,5 


16.5 


.2 


t Lauderdale 


80.5 


81.4 


1. 1 


Lawrence 


- 30.2 


30.3 


.5 


Limestone 


46,0 


46,1 


.3 


Madison 


197.0 


197.4 


.2 


Marion 


30.0 


30.4 


. M 


" Marshall 


65.6 


66.5 


1.4 


Morgan , 


90.2 


90.9 


.8 


•Pickens 


21.5 


21.4 


-.2 


Randolph 


,20.1 


20.1 


.2 



■ \ 













St. emir \ 


41.2 


42.5 


3.1 


Shelbjf \ 


66.3 


69.5 


4.8 


Talladega ' \ 


73.8 


74.5 


' .9 


Tallapoosa \ 


38.7 


38.9 


" .7 


Tuscaloosa \ 


137.5 


138.7 


.9 


Walker \ 


'68.7 


69.4 


1.1 


Winston \ 


22.0 


22.3 


1.6 




Figures for 1980 areVrom the 1980 Census of.Populd- 
tiofir Number of Inhabitants (PC 80*1 series, state re* 
ports)- County figure^ for 1981 are ARC ratlo^trend 
projections based on ^976*78*80 year?, adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations* State flg^ 
ures for 1981 are fronr^ Current Population Reports , 
"Estimates of the PopulS^tLon of states: Ju[y l/l98[ 
and 1932" (series Mo, 927X a,S. Bureau of the- 
Census, /^arch 1983, \ 



34 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 



Program Cat^ory 

Health ; - - . ' 

Vocational Education and Other Educathsn 

Cajtmunity Development 

Energy and Enterprise Development 

Loca! Development District Planning and Administration 

Research and Technical Assistance 

Total 



ARC 
Funds 

599,182 
1,288,800 
1,150,948' 

223,960 

435;ctoo 

353,307 



Other 
Federal 
Funds. 

0 
0 

4,114,258 
0 
0 
0 



State and 
Local Funds 

$ ' 3^9,048 
9,772,200 
1,325,666 
70,000 
145,0,02 
391334 



Total 
eigible 
Costs 

938,230 
11,061,000 
6,59Q,872 
293,960 
580,002 
386,641 



$4,051,197 $4,114,258 $11,685,250 $19,850,705 



35 



36 



ERIC 



I 

3 



18. 




Population 

(in thousands) 



1980 



Percentage 
i of Change 
1981 . 1980-81 



' state Total 


5AB3A 


5,565. 


1.9% 


Total of ^ouptres 








^ In Appalachia 


1,1(}4.1 


1,135.0 


2.8% 
1 


Banks 


,8.7 


9.0 


3.5^ 


Barrow 


21.4 


,21.8 


2.1I 


Bartow 


40.8 


. 41.6 


2.0 


Carroll 


56.3 


57.2 


1.5 


Catoosa 


. 37.0 


38.0 


2.7 


Chattooga 


21.9 


22.0 


.5 


Cherokee- " , 


51.7 


' 54jO 


4.4 


Dade 


12.3 


-12.5 


1.5 


Dawson 


4.8 


4.9 


3.4- 


Douglas 


54.6 


. 56.8 


4.1 


Fannin 


14.7 


. 14.9 


1.3 


Royd, 


79.8 


. 80.6' 


1.0 


Forsyth 


.28.0 


29.1 


3.9 


Franklin 


15.2 


. 13.5 


2.2 


Gilmer 


11.1 


11.4 


2.8 


Gordon 


30.1 


30.6 


1.3 


Gwinnett 


166.9 


177.5 


6.4 ■ 


Habersham 


25.0 


25.5 


2.0 


Mall * 


75.6 


77.5 


2.5 


Haralson 


184 


18.7 


1.4 


. Heard 


6.5 


6.7^ 


2.6 


Jackson 


253 


25.8 


1.7 


' Lumpkin 


10.8 


11.0 


2.7 


A^adison , ' 


17.7 


18.2 


2.5 


A^urray 


19.7 


20.4 


3.5 


Paulding 


26.1 


27.1 


3.8 . 


Pickens^ 


lU 


«,9 


2.1 


Polk , 


32.4 


32.5 


.5 




CSPY AVfllLABU 



Rabun 

Stephens 

Towns 

Unign 

Walker 

White 

Whitfield 



10.5 


. .10.6 


1.6 


21.8 


. 21.9 


■'^ .5 


5.6 


5.8 


2.6 


9.4 


9.15 


2.5 


"56.5 


56.9 


.8 


10.1 


t,10.4. 


3.1 


63.8 


.66.9 


1.7 



■'■■■i ^ * 

Figures for 1980 are rropn the- 1900 Census of Popula- 
. tion. Number o) Infabtiants fPC flO-t series, state re- 
ports). County figures for 1981 are ARC ratio-tren^ 
projections based on 1976*78-80 years, adjusted to 
198hrevised Census state total populations. State fig- 
ures for 1981 are from Current Populatlon^eports, 
^ ^'Estimates of the Population of States; Jt^ly K 1961 
and 1982^" (series P-25, Mo. 927), tJ.S. Bureau ^f the 
Census, March 1983. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 






* 




r 


Other 




Total s 




ARC 


Federal 


State and 


Eligible 


Program Cate^gory 


Fiinds 


Funds 


Local^uncis 


Costs 


Health 


$ "619302 


$ —0 


- $ . 331,104 


$ 950,406 


Child Development 


243392 


27,527 


. 80,936 


55 1,855 


Vocational Education and Other Education - ^ 


631,1§5 


0 


167,405 


' 798,600 


Community Development 


1,284,854' 


527,592 


2,216,986 


4,029,432 


Energy and Enterprise Development 


*22J,173 


0 


7,500 


228.673 


.Housing \ - - 


532,522 


0 


■ 10^841 


543,363 


' Local DevelopmA^nt District Planning and Administration 


409,655 


. 0 


133,300 


542,955 


Research and Technical Assistance 


316,541 


- 6 


33,800 ■ 


■?5034,l' 


Total * 


■ $4,258,634 


$555;il9 


$2,981,87j2 


$7,795,625 




V 



ERLC 
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Kentucky 



ERIC 



Population 

(in thousands) 



1980 



Percentage 
of Change 
1981 . 1980-81 



State Total 


3.660.8 


3,665. 


,0.1% 


. Total of Counties 








In Appalachi> 


1.077.1 


1,087.5 


1.0% 


Adair 


15.2 


15.3 


.2% 


Bath 


10.0 


. 10.0 


-.4, 


Bell : ' 


311.3 


34.2 


-.5 


Boyd 


55.5 


55.4 


■ -.1 


Breathitt 


17.0 


'17.2 


1.0 


Carter 


25.1 


25.4 


1.4 


Casey 


14.8' 


14.8 


.1 


Clark 


28.3 


28.4 


2 


Clay 


22.8 


•23.0 


.-.9 


CItnton 


93 


9.3" 


.1 


Cumberland , 


7.3 


7.3 


.1 


Elliott. 


. 6.9' 


\ 7.0 


1.1 


Estill 


. U.5 


\ 14.5 


.4 


Flemrng 


.12.3 


12.3 


-.5 


Floyd ^ 


48.8 


49.6 


„ -.i -s " 


Garrard 


10.9 


10.9 


■ .6 


Green 


11.0 


n.o 


-.5 


Greenup 


39.1 


39.5 


.9 


Harlan 


41.9 


41.8 


-.2 


Jachson 


i2.0 


12.1 


1.0 


Johnson 


24.4 


' 25.0 


2.2 


Knott 


1^.9 


18.0 


.4 


\J<nox 


30^ 


. 30.7 


1.4 


Laurel. 


39.0 


39.9 


2.5' 


Lawrence 


14. t 


14.4 


1.6 


Lee 


7.8 


7.8 


.6 


Leslie 


14.9 


15.t 


.1.6 


Letcher ' 


. 30.7 


*31.1 


1.4 



Lewis - 


14.5 


14.7 


.9 


Lincoln 


19.1 


19.1 


.5 


McCreary'- 


15.6 


15.8 


1.2 


Madison 


53.4 


53.9 


1.0 


Magoffin 


13.5 


■ 13.8 


1.8 


MaKIn 


13.9 


14.3' 


2.9 


Menifee 


5.1 


5.2 


1:1 


Monroe 


12.4 


12.3 




Montgomery 


20.0 


20.3 


1.2 


Morgan 


12.1 


12.2- 


.6 


- Owsley 


5.7 


5.8 


.9 


Perry 


33.8 


34.3 


1.4 


Pi he 


81.1 ■ 


82.4 


■ 1.6 


Powell ■ 


■ 11.1 


. 11-4 


2.7 


Pulaski 


45.8 


462 


.9 


Rockcastle 


14.0 


14.0 


.3 


Rowan 


19.0 


19.1 


.4 


Russell 


13.7 


13.9 


1.2 


Wayne 


17.0 


17.1 


.7 


Whitley 


33.4 


34.1 


2.0 


Wolfe 


5.7 


' 6.7 


.4 



Fi^ms for 1980 are l;^m the 1980 Census of Popula- 
tion, ribmbe^oMn^^ (PC eO-I series, state re- 
poTtst County fiaufes for 1981 are ARC ratlo^trend 
projections based on 197678-80 years, adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. Sute fig- 
ures for 1981 are from Current Popula;,on_ Reports^. 
"Estimates of the Population of States: July 1, 1981 
and 198?' {series P^25. Mo. 927), ilS. Bureau of the 
Censust Atarch 1983. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 



Program Category * , " 

Health 

Vocattona! Educc^tEon and Other Education 

Community Development 

.Energy and Enterprise Development 

Environment and Natural Resou^es 

Housing 

Local Development District Planning and Administration 
Research and Techn]cal1\ss1stance ^ 

Total 



ARC 
Funds 



' bther 
Federal 
Funds 



$ 820*000 $ 
■ 23,369 
2.583,61 1 
■ 120,000 
26.250 
745.529 
592.000 
310.825 . 



0 

1.275,594 
0 
0 

^5,000 
0 



/ 

/ 1 



21 



State and 
Local Funds 



Total 
Eligible 
Costs 



0 $ 1,126,987 $, 1,946,987 



-33,731 
2.307.388 
^ 55,374 
8,750 
750,000 
197.336 
129,109 



57,100 
6,166.593 
175,374 
35,000 
1,550,529 
' 789,336 
439,934 



«5,221,584 « 1,330,594 «4,608,675 $1 1,160,853 



^^^^^^ 



ERIC 



42 



BEST Zm ftVAlLRBLE 



43 
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Maryland 



Population 

(in thousands) Percentage 

of Change 

. 1980 1981 1980-81 



State Total 


4,217.0 


4,259. 


.1.0% 


Total of Counties 








tn Appalactita 


220.1 


222.0 


0.9% 


Allegany 


80.5 


80.4 


-.2% 


tiarrett 


26.5 


^ 27.2 


2.7 


Washington 


113.1. 


' 114,4 


1.2 



ri^ures for \9B0 arc from Ihe 1980 Census of Popufa- 
tion, Mdmber of Inhabitants (PC 80-1 series, state re* 
ports). County figures for 19S1 are ARC r^tfo^trend 
projections based on 1976-78-60 years, adjusted to 
19SI revised Census state total populations. Statellg- 
tires for 1961 are from Current P opulation Reports^ 
"Estlmales of the Population of States: July l/l981 
and 1962" (series P*2^» No- 927), U,S. Bureau of the 
Census, Marci^ 1963. 



44 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982: 



\ 



Program Category \ ^ 

Health 

Child Deverdpment ^ , 

Vo^:attona) Educattoti and Other Education 
CQRimunity Development ' ' 
Energy and Enterprise Development 
Housing . 

Local Development District Planning and Administration 
Research and Technical Assistance 

Total , . 



ARC^i. 
Funds ' 



Other 
Federal 
Funds 



State and 
Local Funds 



$" 109,810 


$ 0 


$ 37^86 


53.760 


164,263 


258,763 


107,550 


'0 


39,25a 


1,279,093 


13,444,520 


4,168,287 


35,200 


0 


29,800 


1,200,000 


0 


0 


83,000 


, TO 


43,81 1 


21,250 


0 


■ 0 


$2,889,663 


$13,608,783 


$4,577,,197 



\ Total 
Eligible 
Cbsts 

$ 147 J96 
476,786 
146,800 
18,891,900 
65,000 
1,200,000. 
126,-81l\- 
2i,250 \ 

$21,075,643 



> 



, 1 



46 



ERIC 



47 



\ 
r 
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Mississippi 



Population 

(In thousands) 



Percentage 
of Change 





1980 


1981 


1980-8 


State Total 


2,520,6 


? 

2,536, 


0.6% 


Total pf Counties 








in Appalachla 


482.7 


486.4 


0.8% 










Atcorn 


33.0 


33.6* 


1.7% 


Benton 


8.2 


8.2 


.7 


Chickasaw; 


17.9 


17.9 


.1 


Choctaw 


9.0 


9.0 


.2 


Clay 


21.1 


21.2 


.6 


Itawamba 


20.5 


20.7 


1.0 


Kemper 


10.1 


10.0 


-1.6 


Lee 


57.1 


57.8 


13 


Lowndes 


57.3 


57.7 


.6 


Marshall 


29.3 


29,4 


.3 


Monroe 


36.4 


36.5 


.2 


JMoxubee 


13.2 


13.1 


-.7 


Oktibbeha 


. 36.0 


36.6 


1.7 


\Pontotoc 


20,9 


21.2 


1.2 


Prentiss 


24.0 


24.3 


1,2 


Tippah 


18.7 


18.9 


.9 


Tishomingo 


18.4 


18.7 


1.6 


Union 


21.7 


21.8 


5 


Webster 


10.3 


10.3 


-,3 


Winston 


19.5 


19.4 


-3 



ERLC 



Figures for 1980 are^from the 1960 Census of Popular 
ttofii^ Number of InhabUants <PC 80*1 series^ stale rV 
porb). .County'figures lOr 1981 are ARC ratio4rel^d 
projectiot^s based on' 197676*80 yearsi ad}u£t«d to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. State fig* 
ures for 1981 are from Current Population Reports. 
"Estimates of the Population of States: Ju^ 1^ 19dl 
and 1982" (series P>25, No,' 927), U.S. Bureau of the 
:ensus,iv\arch 1983. 
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Project Totals Ajjprbved in Fiscal Year 1982 



Pirogram Category 



Health - 
^ Child Devetopm/nt 
Vccattona) Education and Other Education 
Community Development 
Energy and Enterprise Development 
Environment and Natural Resources 
Housing 

Local Development District Planning an4 Administration 
Research and Technical Assistance 

Total 





Other 




Total 


< ARC 


Federal 


State and - 


Eligible 


Funds 


Funds 


Local Funds 


Costs 


$ 365,557 


$ 0 


$ 114,078 $ 


479,635 


254,681 


549,129 


491,336 


1,295,146 


^ 267,672 


0 


113,028 


380,700 


678,094 


1,077,014 


1,286,807 


3,041,915 


26,346 


0 


0 


26,346 


520,472 


0 


303,616 


824,088 


63,132 


0 • 


0 


63,132 


219,000 


0 


93,104 


312,1(J'4 


639,493 


0 


130,000 


^769,493 


«3,034,447 


$1,626,143 


$2,S31,9fia^ 


f, 192,559 



\ 



50 
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New York 



Population 

(tn thpusands) 



of Change 





1980 


1981 


1980-« 


state Total 


17.558J 17»598. 


0,2% 


Total of Counties 








\ tn Appalachta 


1,083.2 


1,091.6 


0.8% 


Altegany 


51.7 


■ 52.4 


1.4% 


Broome 


213.6 


214.4 


.4 ■ 


Cattaraugus 


85.7 


86.6 


1.0 • 


Chautauqua 


146.9 


147.8 


.6 


Chemung 


97.7 


^ 97.9 


.3 ' 


Chenango 


49.3 


50.0 


1.4 


Cortland . 


48.8' 


49.2 


, .9 


' Delaware 


46.8 


47.3 


.9 


Otsego 


59.1 


59.6 


1.0 


Schoharie 


29.7 


30.2 


1.6- 


Schuyler 


17.7 


17.8 


.8 


Steuben 


99.2 


99.8 


.6 


Tioga 


49.8 


.50.5 


1.4 


Tompkins - 


87.1 


88.0 


1.1 



Figures Tor 1980 are from the 1980X:efisusof Popub^ 
tion, Mumter of bihabit^ts (PC 80-1 series, state re- 
ports). County figures for 1981 are ARC ratio^reikl 
projectiorts based on 1976-78-80 years, adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. State fip* . 
ufes for 1^1 are from Current _Poputatton ^^POJIS ' 
^"Estimate^of the Population of States: July I, 1961 
and 1982" (series Mo. 927), O.S. Bureau of the 
Census, March 1983. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 







Litner 




lotai. 




ARC 


Federal 


state and 


Eligible 


Program Category 


Funds 


Funds 


Local Funds 


Costs 


* 

Health 


9 504.490 


-5 46,600 


5 634,585 


$ LI 85.075 


Child DevelODtnent 


25,100 


18,424 


15,144 


58.668 


Vocational Education and Other Education 


300,744 


39,593 


246,434 


586,771 ■ 


Communuy Development. 


1,188,200 


2,419,059 


1,560,019 


5,167,278 


Energy and Enteifrfise Development 


921,405 


0 


232,823 


1,154,228 


Ot ler Program.*: and Special DsmonstratiODSL-— 


156,800 


98,180 


458,493 


713,473 


Housing = ^^^^ ^^7^ 


250,000 


0 


550,000 


800,000 


Local Development District PJannlng and Administration 


186,000 


0 


62,001 


248,001 


Research and Technical Assistance 


506,945 


45,187 


172,483 


■724,615 


Total ^ . 


*4,039,684 


$2,667,043 


$3,931,982 


$10,638,709 



54 



ERIC 



10 



28 ^ 

North Care 



Population 

(in thousands) Percentage 

of Change 
1980 1981 1980>81 



State Totat 


5.881.8 


5.952. 


1.2% 


Total of Counties 








in Appalaciila 


1»217,7 


1,236.0 


1.5% 


Alexander 


25.0 


25.5 


2.0% 


Alleghany 


9.6 


■ 9.7 


1.3 


Ashe- 


22.3 


- 22.7 


1.7 


Avery 


14.4 


14.8 


2.5 


Buncombe 


160.9 


161.5 


.4 


Burke 


72.5 


73.2 


■ .9 


Caldwell 


67.7 


68.1 


.5 


Cherokee 


18.9 


19.2 


1.4 


Clay 


6.6. 


6.9 


5.0 


Davie 


24.6 


26.5 


7.7 


Forsytlr 


243.7 


246.5 


1.2 


Graham 


7.2 


7.0 


-2.4 


riaywood 


46.5 


46.9 


.8 


Henderson 


58.6 


60.5 


3.3 


Jackson 


25.8 


26.4 


2.4 


McDowell 


35.1 


35.8 


1.9 


Macon 


20.2 


21.2 


4.9 


Madison 


16.8 


17.5 


4.0 


Mitchell 


14.4 


14.5 


.5 


Polk 


13.0 


13.4 


■ 3.2 


Rutherford 


53.8 


54.5 


1.3 


Stokes 


33.1 


34.0 


2.8 


Surry 


59.4 


59.8 


.6 


Swain 


10.3 


19.3 


.6 


Transylvania 


23.4 


23.8 


1.8 


Watauga 


31.7 


32.6 


3.0 



^ DrCT P""'-^ hV"^''' 



Wilkes 
Yadkin 
Yancey 



58,7 59.1 .8 
28.4 29.0 L9 
14.9 15.0 .4 



Figures for 1980 are from the 15d0 Census of Popuis- 
tion, Voiume ^* Figures for 1981 sre from the Morth 
CaroHna Office of State Budget and Management* 
"Provislonsi Ee^[mates of ISorth Carolina Counties and 
Metropolitan Areas: Juty h 1901 " tiovember 1982r 
adjusted by ARC to the revised state estimate published 
by the Census Bureau in March 1983. ARC ratio-trend 
projected estimates give a total of lr233.3 thousand for 
Appalachian ISorth Carolina. ' 



s 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 








/ 




Other 




Total 


' Program Category 

> 


ARC 






ElliilbTe 


Funds, 






^(1919 


Health 


$ 138,320 


$ 0 


$ 110 408 


$ 248 728 


Child Development 


1.509,679 


715,329 


1,946,971 


4,17.1,979 


Community Development 


1,773,1,77 


1,031.800 


6,006,223 


8,811,200 - 


Energy and Enterprise Development 


35.131 


-f U 


U 


35,131 


Local Development District Planning and Administration 


417,000 


0 


145391 


' 562,391 


Research dnd Techni<ibl Assistance 


290,342 


0 


. 96,442 


386.784 


■ Total 

r 


$4,163,649 


$1,747,129 


$8,305,435 
1 


$14,216,213 



58 



ERJC 



30 

Ohio 



"Population 

(in thousands) Percentage 

of Change 
1980 1981 1980-81 

State Total 10,797t6 16,793. -0.04% 



Total Qi Counties 


>■ 






tn Appalachta_ 


1,262.6 


1,274,1 


0,9% 


Adams 


243 


24.7 


1.5% 


Athens 


56.4 


57.0*. 


1.1 


Belmont 


82,6 


82.4 


-.2 


Browr*^ 


3: 9 


32.3 


1.3 


Carrol; 


25..6 


25.9 


t.2 


Clermont 


128.5 


131.9 


2.7 


Coshocton 


36.0- 


, 36.1 


.3 


Qallla 


30,1 


f 30,7 


2.1 


Guernsey 


42,0 


\ 32,2 


.5 


Harrison 


ig.2 


\ 18,1 


-.1 


Highland 


33.5 


33.8 


1.1 


Hocking 


24.3 


24.6 


1.4 


Holmes 


29.4 


30,0 


2.0 


Jackson 


■ 30,6 


. 30.8 


.7 


Jefferson 


91.6 


90.9 


-.7 


Lawrence 


63.8 


64.4 


.9 


Meigs 


23.6 


24.0 


1.3 


Monro^ 


17.4 


17.6 


1.2 


Morgan 


14.2 


14,3 


.7 


Muskingum * 


.83.3 


83,9 


■ .6 


Noble 


11.3 


11.4 




Perry 


31.0 


31,4 


1.1 


Pike 


22,8 


23.1 


1.5 


Ross 


65,0 


65.6 


.9 


iScIoto 


845 


85.0 


.5 


Tuscarawas 


84.6 


85.1 


.6 




Vinton 
Washington 



11.6 
64.3 



11.8 
64.9 



1.9 
1.0 



Figures for 1980 are 'from the 1980 Census of Popula- 
Uon* riumber of Inhabitants <PC 80-1 series^ state re- 
ports)* County figures for 1981 ^re ARC ratio^trend 
projections based on 1976-78-80 years^ adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. State np> 
ures for 1981 are from Current Population Reports^ 
"Estimates of the Poputatton of State3: July 1^ 196) 
and 1982" (seiies P-25, No. 927), a,S. Bureau of the 
Census, March 1983. 
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^Project Totals Approved in Fisca5 Year 1982 
















f VtCII 


■ - 


ARC 


rederai 


otaic ana 


P1t/llKlA 

migiDie 


Program Category 


Funds 


runos 


Local runos 


^osts 


Health " . . 


$ 541,628 


* ^ AAA 


^ fOl 1A^ 


? l,229,oJl 


Lnija ueyeJopmeni 




7,496 


137,126 


557,583 


Vocational Educatipn and Other Education 


198,456 


0 




233 208 


Communtty Development 


1,139,000. 


845.500 


2,554,750 


4,539.250 


Energy and Enterprise DevelopmenV ^ 
Housing 


78.170 


0 


9,750 


87,920 


307,271 


0 


0 


307,271 


Local Development District Planning and Administration 


191,000 


t) 


116,112 


307,112 


Research and Technical Assistance 


242,439 


0 


57.000 


299,439 


Total 


$3,040,925 


$929,996 


$3«590«693 


$7,561,614 



32 



Pennsylvania 



\ Population 

thousands) 



1980 



Percentage 
of Change 
1981 1980^1 



StateTotal ' «l 1,86'3.9 llt875. 0.1% 



Total of Counties 
In Appalachla 

Allegheny 
Armstrong 
.Bfifflifii 



i 

la " 



Bedford 
Blair 
Bradford 
Butter 
Cambr 
Cameron 
* Carbon 
Centre 
Clarion 
Clearfield 
Clinton 

Crawfofd^ \ 
Elk ^ 
Erie 
Fayette 
p"orest 
Fulton 
Greene 
Huntingdon 
Indiana 
Jefferson 
' Juniata 
X-acka wanna 
Lawrence 
Luzeme 



5.994.2 6.003.4 0.2% 



1.450.1 
77.8 
204.4. 
46.8. 
136.6 
62.9 
147.9 
183.3 
67 
53.3 
112.8 
43.4 
83.6 
39.0 
62.0 
88.9 
38.3 
279.8 
159.4 
5.1 
12.8 
40.5 
42.3 
92.3 
48.3 
19.2 
227.9 
107.1 
343.1 



1 .437.5 
7>:9~ 
. 2035- 
47.3 
137.0 
63.5 
150.0 
183.0 
6.7 
53.6 
113.9 
43.9 
S4.6 
. 39.1 
62.6 
89.4 
38.3 
280.7 
• 160.1 
5.1 
13.0 
41.0 
42.6 
93.6 
48.9 
19.5 
227.5 
1073 
342.8 



-.9% 
.2 

— 



1.0 
.3 
.9 
1.4 
-.2 
-2 
.5 
1.0 
1.2 
1.2 
.4 
1.0 
.6 
.0 
'.3 
.4 
.7 
1.2 
1.3 
.7 
1.5 
1.1 
1.4 
-.2 
.1 
-.1 



Lycoming 


118.4 


118.7 


.2 


McKean 


50.6 


50.7 


.2 


Mercer 


128.3 


128.3 


.0 


Mifflin 


469 


47.2 


.6 


Monroe 


69.4 


71.9 


3.6 


Montour 


16.7 


16.6 


-.2 


tiorthumberland 


- 100.4 


100.T[ — 


.U 


^erry 


35.7 


365 


2.2 


Pike^, , 


18.3 


18.9 


3.3 


Potter . 


17.7 


17.8 


.6 


Schuylkill 


^i60.5 


160.7 


.0 


Snyder 


33:6-V 34.0 


1.1 


Somerset 


81.2 




.9 


Sullivan 


63 


6.4 


.9 


Susquehanna , 


37.9 


38.1 


.7 


Tioga 


41.0 


40.9- 


-.1 


Union 


32.9 


33.2 


l.l 


Venango 


64.4 


64.7 


.3 


Warren 


■ 47.4 


•47.4 


.0 


Washington 


217.1 


217.8 


.3 


Wayne 


35.2 


35.8 


1.6 


Westmoreland 


392.3 


394.2 


.5 


Wyoming 


26.4 


27.2 


2.9 



Flgures Tor 196Q ore rrom the i960 Census of Popufa- 
tlon, Number 'habtiants (PC 80-1 series, state re- 
ports). County tiyofes for t9fil ate ARC ratio-trend, 
projections based on 1976-78*80 years, adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. State Tlg- 
yres for 1$81 are nom Current PopuJation Reports 
Estimates of the Population of States; July l/j96l 
and 1982"* (series P-25, Mo. 927)* QS. Bureau of the 
Census, March 1983. 



6^ 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 












Other 




Total 


* 


ARC 


Federal 


State and 


Eligible 


Program Cateaorv- 


Funds 


Funds 


Local Funds 


Costs 


Health 


$ 849,754 


$ 63,000 


$ 823,244 


$ '1,735,998 


Child Development 


197,483 


0 


282,643 


480,126 ' 


V U^tiLliJlltil LtfUil^clllun aJlu wilier ^Mil^aiiun 


1 853 0 1 3 


533,686 


5,415,352 


7,fi02,051 


Community Development / 


1,341.184 


6,463.550 


4.339,063 


12,143.797 


Energy and ^nterfrfrise Developnnent 


5,320.223 


0 


43,500 


5,363,723 


Environment and Natural Resources 


64,804 


0 


23.184 


87,988 


Other Programs and Special Demonstrations 


691,667 


0 


.1,436.392 


2,128.059 


Local Development District Planning and Administration 


568,000 


0 


223.417 




Research and Technical Assistance 


79,593 


' 0 


57.333 


136,926 


Total 


^10»965,721 
• 


$7,060,236 


$12,644428 


30»670»085 
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South 



Population 

(in thousands) . 



1980 1981 



Percentagt. 
of Change 
1980-81 



State Tot'il 


3,121,8 


3.170. 


1,5% 


Total of Counties 








in Appalachia 


' 791,9 


804.7 


1.6% 


Ande 'son 


133.2 


136.2 


2,2% 


CheroKee ■ 


41.0 


41.4 


•1.1 


.Greenville 


287.9 


292.3 


1.5 


Oconee 


48.6 


49.2 


1.3 


Pickens 


79.3 


81.2 


2.4 


Spartanburg 


201.9 


204.5 


1.3 



Figure&for 1980 are from the J980 Census of Popula- 
tfon; fiumber Inhabitants (PC I series, state, re- 
ports). Counly figures for 1981 are ARC ratlo trend 
projections based on 1976*78 80 years, adjusted to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. Slate fig- 
ures io\ 1981 are from Current Population Reports, 
•'Estimates of the Population qf States; July l/l9BI 
^nd 1982" {series P-25, Mo. 9;>7), CJ.S. Bureau of the 
Ccnius; March 1963. 



ERIC 




35 



Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 



* 




Other 




Total 




ARC 


^PederaL^ 


_State and 


Eligible 


Program Category 


runds 


rtinds . 


Local rands 


Costs 


Health 


$ 380,998 


$ 1,353,724 


$. 1,119,314 


$ 2,854,036 


ChHd Development 


545,843 


•0 


428.591, 


974,434 


Vocational Education and Other Education 


.807,656 


0 


430,221 


1,237,877 


Community Development ' ' 


1,798,651 


0 


3,590,151 


5,388.802 


Energy and Enterprise Development 


S>1,685 


0 


' 88,678 


180,363 


Local Development District Planning and Administration 


136,000 


0 


45,334 


181.334 


Research and Technical Assistance 


' 48,750 


0 


16,250 


65,000 


Total 


$3,809,583 


$1,353,724 


$5,718t539 


$10,881,846 



1 1 



^ 
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Tennessee 



Population 

(in thousands) 



1960 



Percentage 
of Change 
1961 1960-61 



State Total 


4,591.1 


4,624, . 


0,7% 


TotaJ of Counties 






- 


in Appalachia 


2,073*8 


2,092.2 


0.9% 


Anderson 




o7*9 


.8% 


BJedsoe 


9.5 


'9.6 


.9 


Blount 


77.8 


78.8 


1.3 


Bradley 


o7.5 


CA C 


1.6 


Campbell 


34.9 


35.5 


1.8 


Cannon 


10.2 


103 


1.0 


Carter 


50.2 


503 


3 


Claiborne 


24.6 


25.1 


2.0 


^1 

Clay 


7*7 


7.7 


.9 


Cocke 


2o.o 


28^ 


.3 


Coffee 


383 


38.6 


.9 


CumberJand 


28-7 


29.3 


2.3 


OeKalb 


13,6' 


13.7 


,6 


. Fentress 


14.8 


14.9 


.7 


Franklin 


* 32.0 


32.3 


1.0 


Grain ger 


16.8 


17.0 


1.3 


Creene 


54.4- 


54.6 


.4 ' 


Crundy 


13.8 


14.0 


1.5 


, Hamblen 


49,3 


49.8 


1.0 


iH^milton 


287,7 


288.6 


.3 


Hancock 


6.9 


6.9 


.0 


Hawkins 


43.8 


44.5 


1.6 


Jackson 


9.4 


9.5 


-9 


Jefferson 


31.3 


31.9 


1.9 


Johnson 


13.7 


i;,.9 


1.1 


Knox 


319.7 


321.1 


.4 


Loudon 


28.6 


28.7 


.5 


McMinn 


41.9 


42.0 


.2 


Macon 


15.7 


16.0 


1.9 



f^arion 


24,4 


24,6 


.9 




7.4 


7.7 


3.4 


Monroe 


28.7 


29.1 


1.5 


Morgan 


16.6 


16.9 


2.0 


Overton ^ 


17.6 


17.7 


1.0 


Pickett 


4.4 


4,3 


-.4 


Polk 


13^ 


13.7 


1.0 


Putnam 


■ 47.7 


48.5 


1.7 


Rhea 


24.2 


24.8 


2.2 


R^ne 


48.4 


49.4 


2.1 


Scott 


19.3 


19.6 


1,9 


Sequatchie 


8.6 


8.8 


2.5 


Sevier 


41,4 


42.5 


2.7 


Smith ' 


14,9 


15.0 


.6 


Sullivan 


144X1 


144.3 


. .2 


Unicoi 


16.4 


16.4 


.1 


Union 


11.7 


12,0 


2.8 


Van Buren 


4.7 


4.8 


1.3 


Warren 


32,7 


33.0 


.9 


Washington\^ 


88.8 


■ 89.1 


.4 


White \ 


^ 19.6 


19.8 


1,1 



Figures for 1980 are from the 1980 Ctensus of Popula; 
tlon> Number of InhabiUnts ^PC S0>1 series, state re* 
ports). County figures for 1981 are ARC ratlo^trend 
projections based on 1976-78-80 yearsi adJuMed to 
1981 revised Census state total populations. State fig- 
ures for 1981 are from Current Population Repo/ts^ 
"Estimates of the Population of Slates July 1^ 1981 
and- 1982" (series P-25> No. 927), US. Bureau of the 
Census. /Aarch 1983. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 








4 




Other 




Total 




ARC 


Federal 


State and 


£l!gibl$; 


'J*^Qgram Category 


Funds 


Funds 


Local Funds 


' Costs 


Child Development 


$ 1 12,400 


$ 59,400 


$ 263,90ff * 


$ . 435,700 


. Vocational Education and Other Education 


445,878 


0 


148,626 


594,504 


Community Development 


4,582,426 


1,901,622 


8,293,169 


14,777,217 


Energy and Enterprise Development 


1,473,369 


0 


311,762 


1,785,131 


Local Developjnent District Planning and Administration 
- Reisearch aij^echnlcal Assistance ■ 


379,000 


0 


126,335 


505,335 


' 18,300 


0 


0 


18,300 


Total 


$7,011,373 


$1,961,022 


$9,143,792 


$18,116,187 
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Virgini^ 



Population 

(in thousands) 



1980 1981 



I^rcentage 
of Change ' 
1980-81 



otate Total 






1 .5% 


Total Of Counties 






( 


in Appalachia 






0*4% 


All 

Alleghany 


14.^ 


1 o 


-.9% 








-8.3 


Bland 




D.4 


1.5 


Botetourt 




1 

£4.1 


^.4 


Buchanan 






'A 

.4 






oft 1 




Craig 


3.9 


3.7 


-5.2 


Dickenson 


19.8 


20.1 


1.5 


Floyd 


' n.6 


12.0 


3.4 


Giles 


17.8 


17.8 


-.2 


Grayson ' ^ 


16.6 


15.6 


-5.7 


HIdhJaod 


2.9 


2.9 


-2.5 


Lee ■ 


26.0 


26-4 


1,7 


.Pulaski 


35.2 


35.1 


* -.4 


Ru&sell ^ 


31.8 


32.0 


.7 


*Scott^ 


25.1 


25.2 


.4 


Smyth 


33.4 


33.4 


.0 


Tazewell 


50.5 


51.2 


■ 1.3 


Washington 


46.5 


47.7 


2.4 


Wise 


43.9 


44.1 ■ 


t5 


Wythe 


25.5 


25.7 


.5 


Bristol City 


19.0 


18.2 


-4.6 


Clifton Forge City 


5.0 


4.9 


-3.8 
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F 

Covington City 
Galax City 
Morton Cjlty 



9.1 
6.5 
4.8 



8.7 
6.8 
4.6 



-3.7 
3.4 
-4.4 



Figures for 1980 are from the 1 980 Census of Popula- 
tion. Volume I. Figures Tor 1931 are from "Estimates of 
the Population pf Virginia Counties and Cities: July 1 . 
1981 (Provisional^ by Julia H. Martin and Michael A. 
Spafi Taylor Murphy Institute. University of Virsinia. 
adjusted f>y ARC to the revised state estimate published 
by the Census Bureau inJ^arch 1983. ARC ratio-trend 
projected estimates give a total of 559.1 thousand Tor 
Appalachian Virginia. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 








i 

Program Category 


ARC 
Funds 


Other 
.Federal 
Funds 


State and 
Local Funds 


Total 
Eligible 
Costs 


Vocational Education and Other Education 

Community Development 

Energy and Enterprise Development 

Local Development Distrlclcf Planning and Administration 

Research and Technical Assistance 


* $ 731,407 
238,500 
86,000 
355,000 
150,000 


% 0 
115,000 
0 
0 

0 


$ 303,283 
201,035 
0 

215,951 
30,000 


S 1,034,690 . 
604,535 
86,0Ci0 
570,95 i- 
180,000 


Total 

Hi ' 


$1,610,907 


$115,000 

f 


$750,269 


$2,476,176 
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West Virginia 



Population 

(in thousands) 



Percentage 
of Change 





i98n 


1QS 1 


1980-8 






1 94fi 1 




Tnffll nFCmirhliiH; 








!<■ fiw wci 1 CI VI 1 1 a. 


lf949.6 








16.6 


16.6 


0*!?, 








o 






10 6 






1 1 ^ 


1 1 ft 








10 7 






106,8 


105 5 


-1 1 


C*7iln/\i m 


a 2 






Clay 


113 




.9 


rinHHriHcip 


7 d 


7 S 


7 


A 1 1 o 

r aye lie 


^ t 






fti Im 


ft 1 


ft 1 


_ 7 


Ctrant 


10 2 


10 1 




Ct r A Art ht fta r 
\J I t;cl lUI ItJI 


17 7 


17 Q 


g 


Hamnshirf* 

J 1 vi 1 IL/«>I iJ 1 


la ^ 


IS 0 


1 1 

J t I 


Hancock 


40.4 


39.8 


-1.4 


Hardy * 


10.0 


10.0 


-.2 . 


Harrfson 


77.7 


77.0 


-.9 


Jackson 


25.8 


26.1 


1,2 


Jefferson 


30.3 


30.9 


1.9 


Kanawha 


231.4 


229.0 


-1.0 


Levels 


ia.8 


18.7 


-.9 


Lincoln 


23.7 


23.9 


.9 


Logan 


. 50.7 


50.6 


-.1 


McDowell 


49.9 


49-1 


-1.5 


Marlon 


65.8 


65.4 


-.6 


Marshall 


, 41.6 


'41.5 


-.4 


Mason - 


^27.0 


26.9 


-.4 


Mercer 


73.9 


74.1 


,2 


Mineral 


27.2 


27.2 


.0 



J 



Mindn 

f III w 


373 


37.4 


.2 


Monongalta 


75.0 


74.9 


-.2 


t Iwl J 1 wC 


12.9 


12.9 


.2 


Morgan 


10.7 


10.9 


1.3 


Nicholas 


28.1 


28.4 


1.0 


Ohio 


'61.4 


60.2 


-1,9 


Pendleton 


7.9 


7.9 


-.5 


Pleasants 


8.2 


8.2 


:o'' 


Pnrationla^ 

f 1 J V 1 [ ^ 


9.9 


10.0 


.4 


Preston 


30.5 


30.5 


.3 


Putnam 


38.2 


38.9 


1.8 


Raleigh 


86 8 


87.6 


,9 


Randolph 


28.7 


28.7 


-.1 


Ritchie 


11.4 


*II.4 


-.4 


Roane 


16.0 


15.9 


-.1 


Summers 


15.9 


16.1 


1.1 


Taylor 


16.6 


16.6 


.1 


Tucker 


8.7 


8.7 


. .6 


Tyler 


113 


11.4 


.4 


CIpshur 


23.4 


23.6 


.6 . 


Wayne 


46.0 


46.4 


.8 


Webster 


12.2 


12.4 


1.0 


Wetzel ' 


21.9 


21.7 


-.8 


Wirt 


4.9 


4.9 


• -.6 ' 


Wood 


93.6 


.93.2' 


-.4 


Wyoming 


36.0 


36.2 


.4 't 



^Figures for 1960 are from the f980 Census of Fopula* 
tion. number of Inhabitants (PC 80*1 Series, state re* 
l>orts). County figures lor 1961 are ARC ratio-trend 
l>rojccttons based on 1^76-76*80 years^ adjusted to 
1981 revised Census slate total |>opulatlons. State fig* 
ures for 1981 are ffom Current Population Reports. 
"Estimates of the Population of States^ July 1, 1981 
and 1962 " (series P*25, No. 927). O.S. Bureau of the 
Census. Maich 1963. 
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Project Totals Approved in Fiscal Year 1982 



Program Category 

Health 

Vocational Educatir"! and Otfier' Education' 
■Community Development ^ 
Housing 

Local Development District Planning and Administration^ 
Total 



ARC 
Funds 

$ 39,200 
300,000 
4,836,260 

mm 

580,000 



Other 
Federal 
Funds 



55,415,174 
0 
0 



State and 
Local Funds 



$ 



9,800 
700,000 
16,128,988 
0 

255,505 



TotaV 
.Eligible 
Cpsts 

. 49,000 
1,000,000 
76,380,422 
.« 100,000 
835,505 



$5,855,460 $55,415,174 $17,094,293 $78,364,927 



i 
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Loc?l Peyelbpment Districts 
in the Appalachian Region 



This rriE^ includes (fistricts on the border of the Region 
containing both Appalachian and notr-Appatachian 
counties. Thc: non-Appalachian counL'es are indicated by 
broken boundary lines. 



September 30, 1982 



o- 81 
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VJrglnIa 



North Carolina 



South C«roNnn 
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Local Development 
Districts 



See the map opposite. * 

Alabama 

lA: Northwest Alabama Council of Local 
, Governments 
P.O. Box 2603 

Muscle ShoalSt Alabama 35660 
205/383-3861 ^ * 

Counties: Colberts Franklin^ Lauderdale, 
Marionp Winston 

IB; rSorth Central Alabama Regional Council 
of Governments 
P.O. Box C 

Decatun Alabama 35602 
205/355-4515 

Counties: Cullmar., Lawrence. Morgan 

1C: Top of Alabama Regional Council of 
Governments 
115 Washington Street. S.E. 
Huntsville, Alabama 35801 
205/533-3330 

Counties: DeKatb. Jackson. Limestone. 
Madison^ Marshall 

ID: West Alabama Planning and Development 
Council 
Tuscaloosa Municipal Airport 
Terminal Building. 2nd Floor 
rSorth Port. Alabama 35476 
205/345-5545 

Counties: Bibb. Fayette. Lamar, Pickens. 
Tuscaloosa (Greene. Hale) 



lE: Birmingham Regional Planning 
Commission 
2U2 Eleventh Avenue^ South 
Magnolia Office Park, Suite 220 
Birmingham, Alabama 35256 
205/251*8139 2C: 

Counties :^ Blount, Chdton, Jefferson. St. 
Clair, Shelby, Walker 

IF; Esist Alabama Regional Planning and 
Development Commission 
P.O. Box 2186 
Anniston, Alabarna 36202 

205/237-6741 2D: 

Counties : Calhoun, Chambers* Cherokee. 
Clay, Clebume, Coosar Etowah, Randolph, 
Talladega. Tallapoosa 

I* 

IH: Central Alabama Regional Planning and 
Development Commission 
500 Eastern By-Pass, Suite 202 
Montgomery, Alabama 36117 2E: 
205/27 V2866 

Counties : Elmore (Autauga, Montgomery) 



Georgia 

2A: Coosa Valley Area Planning and 
Development Commission 
P,0, Drawer H, Jackson Hill Drive 2F; 
Rome, Georgia 30161 
. 404/295-6485 

- Counties: Bartow, Catoosa, Chattooga, 

DetSik, Floyd. Gordon, Haralson, Paulding. 
Polk, Walker 

2B: Georgia Mountains Planning and 
Development Commission 
P.0, Box 1720 
Gainesville^ Georgia 30503 
404/536-3431 
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Counties ; Banks, Da*/son, Forsyth, 
Franklin, Habersham, rlalK Lumpkm, 
Rabun, Stephens, Towns, Gnion, White 
iHart) 

Chattahoochee* Flint Aiea Planning and 

Development Commission 
P,0. Box 2308 
Mewnan, Georgia 30264 
404/253-8521 

Counties ; CarroU, Heard (Coweta, 
Meriwethen Troup) 

Atlanta Regional Commission 
Suite 1801 

1 00 Edgewood Avenue, H-Et 
Atlanta, Georgia 30335 
404/656-7700 

Cotinlfies * Douglas, Gwinnett (Clayton, 
Cobb, DeKalb, Fulton. Rockdale) 

northeast Georgia Area Planning and 

Development Commission 
305 Research Drive 
AthenSr Georgia 30601 
404/548*3141 

Counties: Barrow, Jackson, Madison 
(Clarke, Etbert> Greene, /Morgan, Oconee, 
Oglethorpe, Walton) 

Horth Georgia Area Planning and 

Development Commission 
503 Waugh Street 
Dalton, Georgia 30720 
404/272-2300 

Counties: Cheroke^, Fannin. Gilmer^ 
Murray, Pickens. Whitfield 
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Kentucky 

3A: Buffalo Trece Ar^a Development Districtt 
' Inc. 

327 West Second Street 
Maysville. Kentucky 41056 
606/564-6894 , 

Counli^; Fleming, Lewis (Bracken, 
Mason. Robertson) 

3B;' RVCO Area Development District 
P.O;Box 636 

Catlettsburg, Kentucky 41129 
606/739-5191 

Counties^ Boyd. Carter, Elliott. Ore^tiup. 
Lawrence 

30: Bluegrass Area Development District, Inc. 
3220 Hicholasville Road 
Lexington, Kentucky 40503 
606/272-6656 

C Tountles : Clark, Estill, Garrard, Lincoln. 
Madison. PoweJf (Anderson, Bourbon, 
Boyle, Fayette, Franklin, Harrison, 
Jessamine, Mercer^ Nicholas* Scott. 
Woodford) 



Development District, Inc. 



3D: 'F' ^-Gateway Area 
P.O. Box 107 

Owingsville, KWucky 40360 
60&'574-6355 

Counties: Bath, Menifee^ Montgomery^ 
Morgan* Rowan 

3E: Big Sandy Area Development District, Inc 
2nd Floor. Municipal Building 
Prestonsburg, Kentucky 41653 " 
606/886-2374 

* Counties: Floyd. Johnson, Magoffin^ 
Marlint Pike 



3F: ^ Lake Cumberland Area Development 
District. Inc. 
P.O. Box 377 

Jamestown. Kentucky '42629 
502/343-3154 

Counties^ Adair, Casey, Clinton, 
Cumberland. Green. McOeary, Fulaskii 
Rifisell, Wayne (Taylor) 

3H: Cumberland Valley Area Development 
District, Inc. 
ADD Office Building 
London. Kentucky 40741 
606/864-7391 

Counties : Bell, Clayi Harlan, Jackson, 
Knox, Laurel. Rockcastle, Whitley 

31; kentudiy River Area Development District. 
*lnc. 

381 Perry Cbtinty Park Road 
Haiard, Kentucky 41701 
606/436-3158 . ' 

Counties: Breathitt, Knott, Lee, Leslie, 
Ijetcher. Owsley, Perry, Wolfe 

3J; Barren River Area Development District. ■■ 
Inc. 

P.O. Box 2 120 

Bowltifg Greeni Kentucky 42101 
502/781-2381 

Counties: Monroe (Allen, Barren. Butler. 
Edmonson, Hart. Logan. Metcalfe. 
Simpson, Warren) ^ 

Maryland 

4A: Tri-County Council for Westem Maryland* 
Inc. 

Room 228, County Office Building 
3 Pershing Street , 
Cumberland. Maryland 21501 
30l/777r2l58 



Counties : Allegany. Garrett. Washington 



Mississippi 

5A: Hortheast Mississippi Planning and 
Development D^trict 
P.O. Box 6D 

Boonevillex Mississippi 36829 
601/728-6248 

Counties: Alcorn, Benton, Marshall, 
Prentiss, Tippah, Tishomingo 

5Bt Three Rivers planning and Development 
District 
P.O. Drawer B . 
Pontotoc, Mississippi 3B863 
601/489-2415 \ 

Counties : Chickasaw^, Itawamba, Lee, 
Monroe^ Pontotoc, Union (Calhoun, 
Lafayette) 

5C; Golden Triangle Planning and 
Development District 
P.O. Drawer DH 

Mississippi State, Mississippi 39762 
601/325-3855 

Counties : Choctaw, Clay, Lowndes, 
HbxLibee, Oktibbeha* Webster, Winstori 

5D^ . East Central Mississippi Planning and 
Development District 
P.O. Box 499 
Hewton, Mississippi 39345 
601/683-2007 

<? 

Counties: Kemper (Clarkei Jasper, 
Lauderdale^ Leake, Heshoba, H^wton^ 
Scott, Smith) 
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New York 

6A; Soiithenn Tier West Regional Planning and 
Development Board — 
445 Broad Street 
Salamanca, New York 14779 
716/945^5301 

Counties: Allegany* Cattataugus, 
Chautauqua 

6B: Southern Tier Central Regional Planning 
and Development Board 
53</2 Bridge Street 
Coroing, New York 14830 
, *■ 607/962-3021 and 962-5092 

Counties : Chemung; Schuyler, Steuben 

6C: Southern Tier East Regional Planning pnd 
Development Board 
O^N«il Building, 4th Floor 
State at Court Street 
Binghamton, New York 13901 
607/724*1327 

Counties : Broome, Chenango, Corttand» 
Delaware, Otsego, Schoharie* Tioga, - 
Tompkins 



North Carolina 

^ 7A; Southwestern North Carolina Planning and 
Economic Development Commission 
P.O. Drawer 850 

Bryson City, North Carolina 287^3 
, 704/488-9211 

' Counties: Cherokee* Clay, Graham, 
Jackson, Macon, ^ain,ilaywood 

7B: Land'Of^ky Regional Council 
25 Heritage Drive 
Asheville, North Carolina 28806 
' ' 704/254-8131 



7Ct 



7D: 



7E; 



71: 



Ohi6 

8A: 



Counties: Buncombe, Henderson, 
Madison, Transylvania 

Isothermal Planning and Development 

Commission 
P.O. Box 841 

Rutherfordton, North Carolina 28139 
704/287-2281 

Counties: McDowell, Polk. Rutherford 

(Cleveland) 

J, 

Region D Council of Governments 
P.O. Box 1'820 ^ y. ^ 

Bcbne, North Carolina 286Q7 
704/264^5558 / 

Counties: Alleghany, AshevAvery. 
Mitchell, Watauija, Wilkes, Yancey 

Western Piedmont Council of Governments 
30 Third Street, N.W. 
Hickory, North Carolina 28601 
704/322-9194 ' |\ 

Counties; Alexander, Burke, Cald^3^;el! 
(Catawba) 

<^ -1, 

Northwest Economic Development 

Commission 
280 South Liberty Street 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27101 
919/722^934e 

Counties : Davie, Forsyth* Stokes, Surry, 
Vadkin 



8B; 



8C: 



4f 



OhiorjVaMey Regional Development 

Comrriission 
Orifnn Hall 
740 Second Street 
Portsmouth, Ohio 45662 
614/354-7795 



Countles:^ Adams. Brown,- Clermont, " 
Gallia; Highland, Jackson, Lawrence, PikeJ 
Ross, Sciot6, Vinton - 

Buckeye Hills Hocking Valley Region^Jt 
Development Dtstria, Inc. ^- 
216 PutnanaStteet / . 

St. Clair BIdg., Suite 4i0 . 
Marietta, Ohio 45750' . ■ - 

614/374-9436 

Counties : Athens, Hocking, Meigs, 

Monroe, Morgan, Noble, Periy, Washington ^ 

Ohio Mtd^Eastern Govemmenjs 

Association 
P.O. Box 130 . ' ■ ■ 

Cambridge, Ohio 43725 
614/439-4471 ^ ^' 

Counties: Belmont, Carroll, CosKocton, i?*^ 
Quernsey, Harrison, Holmes, Jefferson^ 
Muskingum, Tus^ar^as ^ . , . 



Pennsylvania 

9A; ^^orfhwest Pennsyl^^ema Regional ^Planning 
^' and Development Commission 
iery Building, Suite 406 
Franklin, Pennsylvania 16323 ' 
814/437^3024 ^ X'^" ^ % 

Counties: Clarion, Crawford, Erie, Forest, 
Lawrence, /Mercer* V^nangp, Watren 

' ^ ^ "'^ ' *' 
9B: North Central Pennsylvania^Regional 

%/^(anning apd DevelopmentXornfritssion 
P:0.' Bp>t 488 , * - 

Ridgway, Pennsylvania 15853 ' ' 
814/773 3162 " 

Counties : Cameron, Clearfield. Elk, Je^fer* 
son, McKe:*n, Potter * 



^ ■ 
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9C: Tlorthern Tier Regional Planning artd 
Development Commission 
507 Main Street 
Towanda, Pennsylvania 18848 
■ 717/265-9103 

Counties : Bradfbrdi Suljivaa Susquehannar 
Tioga, Wyoming 

9D: Economic Development Council of 
hEortheastern Pennsylvania 
P.O. Box 777 

Avoc^r Pennsylvania 18641 
,717/655-5581 

Counties: Carbon, Lackawanna, Luzerne, 
Monroe, Pike, Schuylkill. Wayne 

9E: ^Southwestern Pennsylvania Economic 
Development District 
' Park Building. Room 141 1 
355 Fifth Avenue 
Pittsburght Pennsylvania 15222 
412/3911240 

Counties: Allegheny. Armstrong. Beaver. 
Butler. Fayette. Greene* Indiana, 
Washington. Westmorelan4 

9F: Southern Alleghenies Planning and 
Development Commission 
1506 - 1 1th Avenue, Suite 100 
Altoona. Pennsylvania 16601 
814/946^1641 

Counties . : Bedford. Blair, Cambria. Fultor|. 
Huntingdon. Somerset < 

9G; SEDA-COG 
R.D. Mo. 1 

Lewisburg. Pennsylvania 17837 
717/524-4491 

Counties: Centre. Qinton. Columbia. 
Juniata, Lycoming. Mifflin, Montour. 
Northumberland, Srtyder. Gnion (Perry)* 



South Carolina 
lOA: 



8 



South Carolina Appalachian Council of 

Govemments 
P.O. Drawer 6668 
Greenville, South Carolina 29606 
803/242-9733 

Counties: Anderson, Cherokee, Greenvitki 
Oconee^ Pkkens, Spartanburg 



Tennessee 

1 IAj (Jpper Cumberland Development District 
1225 Burgess Falls Road 
. Cookeville, Tennessee 38501 
/ 615/432*4111 

Counties; Cannon, Clay. Cumberland* 
/■ DeKalb. Fentress, Jackson, Macon, 
^Overton, Pickett. Putnam. Smith. Van 
' , Buren, Warren. White 

i 1 VB; East Tennessee Development District 
P.O. Box 19806 
Knoxville. Tennessee 37919 
615/584-8553 

Counties : Anderson. Blount, CampbelL 
Claibome^ Cocke. Grainger. Hamblen. 
Jefferson, Knox', Loudon, Monroe. Morgan* 
Roane. Scott. SevieY* Gnion 

1 IC! First Tennessee-Virginia Development 
District 

207 Boone Street, Suite 800 
Johnson City* Tennessee 37601 * 
615/9280224 

Counties: Carter. Greene, Hancock. 
Hawkins. Johnson, Sullivan* Gnicoi, 
Washington; Washington County. Virginia 



1 ID: South Central Tennessee Development^ 
District * 
P.O/Box 1346 
Columbiai Tennessee 38401 
615/381-2040 

Counties! Coffee. Ranklin (Bedford* Giles. 
Hickman, Lawrence, Lewis. Lincoln. 
Marshall. Maury. Moorei Perry, Wayne) 

1 IE; Southeast Tenness^ Development District 
413 James Building 
735 Broad Street 
Chattanooga. Tennessee 37402 
615/266-5781 

Counties: Bledsoe, Bradley. Gmndy. 
HamiJton, McMInn* Marion. Meigs, Polk. 
Rheat Sequatchie 



Virginia 

12A; LENOWISCO Planning District 
Commission 
P.O. Box 37 
Duffield. Virginia 24244 
703/431^2206 

Counties: Lee. Scott. Wiset City of Norton 

Cumberland Plateau Planning Distnct 
P.O. Box 548 
Lebanon. Virginia 24266 
703/889^778 

Counties : Buchanan, Dickenson. Russell, 
Tazewell 
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12C! 



12D: 



12E: 



12F: 



Mount Rogers Planning. District . 

■ Commission 

1021 Terrace Drive ■ 

Marlon, Virginia 24354 

703/783-5103* 

Counties: Blar>d, Carroll, Grayson. Smyth, 
Washtngton/Wythe, Cfties of Bristol and 
Calax , 

New River Valley Planning pbtrict 

Commission , 
P.O. Box 3726 
Radford, A/irginia 24143 , 
703/639-9313 

Counties: Floyd, Oiles/Pulaski (Mont- 
gomery and City of "Radford) 

Fifth Planning District Commission 
P.O. Drawer 2569 / 
Roanoke, Virginia 24010 
703/243-4417 ^ 

Counties : Alleghany, Botetourt, Cr^ig and 
Gties of Cliftpn Forge and Covington 
(Roanoke County and Cities of Roanoke 
and Salem) ^ 

f 

Central Shenandoah Planning District 

Commission 
P.O.Box, 1337 
Staunton, Vfrginia 24401 
703/885-5174 

Countfes : Bath, Highland (Augusta, 
Rockbridge> Rockingham and Cities of 
Buena Vistat Harrisonburg,, Lexington, 
Staunton and Waynesboro) 



13C: 



West Virginia 



I3A: Region 1 Planning and'Development 
^ Council 
P.O. Box 144^ 

Princeton, West Virginia 24740 
\ 304/425-9508 



13B: 



13Ci 



1 3D: 



13E: 



13Fi 



Counties : Fayette; Greenbrier, Micholas, 
Pocahontas, Webster 

Mid-Ohio Valley Regional Council^ 

Region 5' 
P.O. Box 247 

Parkersburg: West Virginia 26101 
304/4853801 

Counties : Calhoun> Jackson, Pleasants* 
Ritchie. Roane, Tyler, Wirt, Wood 

Region 6 Planf\ing and Development 

Council 
200 Adams Street 
Fairmont, West Virginia 26554 
304/366-5693 

Counties: Doddfidge, Harrison, A^arior 
Monongalia, Preston, Taylor 



/ 



13H: 



Counties: McDowell, Mercer, Monroe, 
Raletgh, Summers, Wyonning 

Region 2 Planning and Development 

Council 
1221 6th Avenue 
Huntington, West Virginia 25712 
304/529-3357 ^ 

Counties: Cabell, Lincoln, Logan, Mason. 
Mingo, Wayne; Boyd County, Kentucky, 
and Lawrence County, Ohio 

BCKP Regional Intergovernmental 

Council— Region 3" " 
1223 Leone Lane 
Dunbar, West Virginia 23064 
304/768-8191 



Counties: Boont, Clay, Kanawha, Putnam ^^j. 

Region 4 Planning and Development 

Council (Gauley) 
500B Main Street 

Summersvtlle, West Virginia 2665" 
304/872-4970 
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13K: 



Region 7 Planning and Development 

Council 
Gpshur County Court House 
Buckhannon, West Virginia 26201 
304/472-6564 . " 

Counties: Barbour, Braxton, Cilmer, 
Lewis, Randolph, Tucker, Gpshur 

Region 8 Planning and Development 

Council 
P.O. Box 887 

Petersburg, West Virginia 26847 
304/257^1221 

Counties : Grant, H^pshire, Hardy, 
Mineral, Pendleton * 

Eastem Panhandle Regional Planning and 

D^elopment Council— Region 9 
121 W, King Street 
Martinsburg, West Virginia 25401 
304/263 1743 

Counties: Berkeley, Jeffeison, Morgan 

Bel-O-Mar Regional Council and Planning 
Commission— Region 10 
.0. Box 2086 * 
W%ehng, West Virginia 26003 
304/242-1800 

Countie^: Marshall, Ohio, Weuel; Belmont 
County, Ohio 

B-H'J Planning Co mm iss^ion— Region X\ 
814 Adams Street 
Steubenvilie, Ohi9 43952 
614/282-3685 

Counties: Brooke, Hancock; Jefferson 
County, Ohio 



9£ 



"lej J'#terHh*M» indkate non-At>j?alacft(af> counties and indcpei>def>t cities tnctuded wUh the devcropmeni districts^ 



48 



\ 



( 



Editorial Staff 

Elise F. Kendrick^ editor 
Diane Bowker, technical editor 



0- 

Appalachian Regional Commission 



MJarch 31, 1983 



FEDERAL COCHAIRMAN . 

Winifred A. Pizzano 

ALTERNATE FEDERAL COCHAIRMAN 

Jacqueline L. Phillips 



STATES' COCHAIRMAN 
Governor WilUSm F. Winter 



7^ 



lABAMA 
Governor George C. Wallace 
Med M. Butler • 

GEORGIA 

Governor Joe Frank Harris 
Steve Rieck 

KENTUCKY 

Governor John Y. Brown» Jr. 
Rush Dozier, Jr. 

MARYLAND 

Governor»Harry R. Hughes 
Hans F. Mayer *. 

> - 
MISSISSIPPI 

Govei-nor William F. Winter 
George W. Parsons 



STATES' WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE 
Michael R. Wenger 



EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

Francis E. Moravttz 



Governors and Stat.e Alternates 

NEW YORK ' - 
Governor Mario M. Cuomo 
Gail S.Shaffer 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Governor James B. HSnt, Jr. 
J. Paul Essex, Jr. , ^ 

OHXO 

* 

Governor Richard F. Celeste 
Mamie Shaul 

PENNSYLVANIA' 
Governor Dick iTiornburgh 
James O. Pickard 



SOOTH CAROLINA 
Governor Richard W. RHe.y 
Donald Hinson 

TENNESSEE . • - 

Governor Lamar Alexander 
Michael McGuire 

VIRGINIA 

Governor Charles S. Robb 
O, Gene Dishner 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Governor John D* RockefellerJV 

Daniel Green 



94 



ERIC 



ERIC 



\ 



/ 



'1 

4 



Appalachian Regioi^al Commission 

1666 Conhecticut Avenu^e, M.W. 
Washington, D.C. 2023b 



95 



